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TITLE  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

Part  6 — Exceptions  From  the 
Competitive  Service 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT;  SAVINGS  BONDS 
DIVISION 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  §  6.103  (i)  (1)  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  6.103  Treasury  Department.  *  •  • 

(i)  United  States  Savings  Bonds  Di¬ 
vision.  (1)  Until  June  30,  1954,  posi¬ 
tions  of  State  Director  and  Deputy  State 

Director. 

(R.  S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403;  5  U.  S.  C.  631, 
633  E.  O.  10440,  March  31,  1953,  18  F.  R. 
1823) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  COMMISSION, 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Hull, 

Executive  Assistant. 

[F  R  Doc.  53-5869;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 
8:52  a.  in.) 


Part  6 — Exceptions  From  the 
Competitive  Service 

federal  housing  administration 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  §  6.142  (c)  (7)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

1 6.142  Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Agency.  *  *  * 

(c)  Federal  Housing  Administration. 

•  •  9 

(7)  Until  December  31,  1953,  eighty 
Field  Directors  (State,  District,  and 
Territorial). 

(R  s.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403;  5  U.  S.  C.  631, 
633.  E.  O.  10440,  March  31,  1953,  18  F.  R. 
1823) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Hull, 

Executive  Assistant. 

IF  R  Doc.  53-5870;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 
8:52  a.  m.) 


Part  6 — Exceptions  From  the 
Competitive  Service 

miscellaneous  amendments 
Effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  subparagraphs  (1), 


(2),  (3),  and  (7)  of  §6.110  (b)  are  re¬ 
voked,  and  all  of  §  6.137  is  revoked  except 
the  position  of  Secretary  of  the  Board, 
which  is  listed  under  §6.137  (d).  Ef¬ 
fective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register,  the  following  positions  are  ex¬ 
cepted  from  the  competitive  service 
under  Schedule  C. 

1.  Schedule  6.310  (a)  and  (b)  (2)  are 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  6.310  Department  of  the  Interior — 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  (1)  Assis¬ 
tant  to  the  Secretary. 

(2)  One  confidential  assistant  and 
one  private  secretary  to  the  Secretary. 

(3)  Four  special  assistants  to  the 
Secretary. 

(4)  Four  confidential  assistants  (field 
representatives). 

(51  Chauffeur  for  the  Secretary. 

<6)  Special  assistant  to  the  Under 
Secretary. 

(7)  Confidential  assistant  (adminis¬ 
trative  assistant)  to  the  Under  Secretary. 

(8)  One  special  assistant  and  one  con¬ 
fidential  assistant  (administrative  assist¬ 
ant)  to  each  of  the  Assistant  Secretaries 
for  Mineral  Resources,  Public  Land 
Management,  and  Water  and  Power 
Development. 

(b)  Office  of  the  Solicitor.  *  *  * 

(2)  Five  special  assistants  to  the 

Solicitor. 

2.  Section  6.337  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  6.337  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  (a) 
Executive  Director  of  the  Board. 

<b)  One  confidential  assistant  to  each 
Member  of  the  Board. 

(c)  One  special  assistant  to  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Board. 

(d)  General  Counsel  of  the  Board. 

(e)  Director,  Bureau  of  Air  Opera¬ 
tions. 

(f)  Director,  Bureau  of  Safety  Regu¬ 
lations. 

(g)  Director,  Bureau  of  Safety  In¬ 
vestigations. 

(h)  Chief,  Office  of  Enforcement. 

(R.  S.  1753,  sec.  2.  22  Stat.  403;  5  U.  S.  C. 
631,  633.  E.  O.  10440,  March  31,  1953,  18  F.  R. 
1823) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Hull, 

Executive  Assistant. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5868;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 

8:51  a.  m.] 
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TITLE  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  IX — Production  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Administration  (Marketing 
Agreements  and  Orders),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

|  Bartlett  Pear  Order  1) 

Part  936 — Fresh  Bartlett  Pears,  Plums, 
and  Elberta  Peaches  Grown  in 
California 

REGULATION  BY  GRADES  AND  SIZES 

§  936.457  Bartlett  Pear  Order  l-( a) 
Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  36,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  936>, 
regulating  the  handling  of  fresh  Bart¬ 
lett  pears,  plums,  and  Elberta  peaches 
grown  in  the  State  of  California,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  and  upon  the 
basis  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Bartlett  Pear  Commodity  Committee,  es* 
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tablished  under  the  aforesaid  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of  ship¬ 
ments  of  Bartlett  pears,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  no¬ 
tice,  engage  in  public  rule  making  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  postpone  the  effective  date 
of  this  section  until  30  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  thereof  in  the  Federal  Register 
(60  Stat.  237;  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  in 
that,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  the  time 
intervening  between  the  date  when  in¬ 
formation  upon  which  this  section  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  section  must  become  effective 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  is  insufficient;  a  reasonable 
time  is  permitted  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  for  preparation  for  such  effec¬ 
tive  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  of  this  section 
effective  not  later  than  July  3,  1953.  A 
reasonable  determination  as  to  the 
supply  of,  and  the  demand  for,  Bartlett 
pears  must  await .  the  development  of 
the  crop  and  adequate  information 
thereon  was  not  available  to  the  Bartlett 
Pear  Commodity  Committee  until  June 
27, 1953 ;  recommendation  as  to  the  need 
for,  and  the  extent  of,  regulation  of 
shipments  of  such  pears  was  made  at 
the  meeting  of  said  committee  on  June 
27, 19  5  3,  after  consideration  of  all  avail¬ 
able  information  relative  to  the  supply 
and  demand  conditions  for  such  pears, 
at  which  time  the  recommendation  and 
supporting  information  was  submitted  to 
the  Department;  without  regulation 
shipments  of  the  current  crop  of  such 
pears  are  expected  to  begin  on  or  about 
July  3,  1953;  and  this  section  should  be 
applicable  to  all  shipments  of  such  pears 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act;  and  compliance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  section  will  not  require 
of  handlers  any  preparation  therefor 
which  cannot  be  completed  by  the  effec¬ 
tive  time  of  this  section. 

<b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t.,  July  3, 
1953,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t., 
December  1,  1953,  no  shipper  shall  ship 
any  box  or  container  of  Bartlett  pears 
unless; 

<i)  All  such  pears  grade  not  less  than 

0.8.  No.  2; 

<ii)  At  least  70  percent  by  count  of  the 
Pears  contained  in  any  box  or  container 
grade  at  least  U.  S.  No.  1  with  the  follow¬ 
ing  exceptions :  (a)  Such  pears  may  fail 
to  be  fairly  well  formed  only  because  of 
short  shape  but  shall  not  be  seriously 
misshapen;  and  (b)  a  quantity  of  such 
Pears  equivalent  to  not  more  than  25 
Percent  of  the  total  number  of  pears  in 
any  box  or  container  may  be  damaged 
°ut  not  seriously  damaged  by  hail  and 
frost;  and 

(iii)  All  such  pears  are  of  a  size  not 
Waller  than  the  size  known  commer- 
eially  as  size  180. 

(2)  Section  936.143  of  the  rules  and 
filiations,  as  amended  (7  CFR  936.100 
etseq.;  18  F.  R.  712,  2839),  sets  forth 


the  requirements  with  respect  to  the  in¬ 
spection  and  certification  of  shipments 
of  Bartlett  pears.  Such  section  also 
prescribes  the  conditions  which  must  be 
met  if  any  shipment  is  to  be  made  with¬ 
out  prior  inspection  and  certification. 
Notwithstanding  that  shipments  may  be 
made  without  inspection  and  certifica¬ 
tion,  each  shipper  shall  comply  with 
all  grade  and  size  regulations  applicable 
to  the  respective  shipment. 

(c)  Definitions.  (1)  Terms  used  in 
the  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order  shall,  when  used  in  this  section, 
have  the  same  meaning  as  is  given  to  the 
respective  term  in  said  amended  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order. 

(2)  “Size  known  commercially  as  size 
180“  fneans  a  size  Bartlett  pear  that  will 
pack  a  standard  pear  box,  packed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  specifications  of  a 
standard  pack,  with  five  tiers,  each  tier 
having  six  rows  with  six  pears  in  each 
row,  and  with  the  twenty  smallest  pears 
weighing  not  less  than  five  pounds. 

(3)  “Standard  pear  box”  means  the 
container  so  designated  in  section  828.3 
of  the  Agricultural  Code  of  California. 

(4)  “U.  S.  No.  1,”  “U.  S.  No.  2,”  “fairly 
well  formed,”  “seriously  misshapen,” 
“damage,”  “seriously  damaged,”  and 
“standard  pack”  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  the  United 
States  Standards  for  Pears  (summer 
and  fall).  §  51.331  of  this  title. 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
and  Sup.  608c) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  30th 
day  of  June  1953. 

[seal]  Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 

Acting  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Branch,  Production  and 
Marketing  Administration. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5880;  Filed,  July  2.  1953; 

8:54  a.  m.J 


[Docket  No.  AO-179-All[ 

Part  975 — Milk  in  the  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
Marketing  Area 

order  amending  order,  as  amended, 
regulating  handling 

§  975.0  Findings  and  determinations. 
The  findings  and  determinations  herein¬ 
after  set  forth  are  supplementary  and  in 
addition  to  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  each  of  the  previously  issued  amend¬ 
ments  thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous 
findings  and  determinations  are  hereby 
ratified  and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as 
such  findings  and  determinations  may  be 
in  conflict  with  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  as 
amended,  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  a  public  hearing 
was  held  upon  certain  proposed  amend¬ 


ments  to  the  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  to  the  order,  as  amended,  regu¬ 
lating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  marketing  area.  Upon  the 
basis  of  the  evidence  introduced  at  such 
hearing  and  the  record  thereof,  it  is 
found  that: 

(1)  The  said  order,  as  amended,  and 
as  hereby  further  amended,  and  all  of 
the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  said  marketing  area,  and 
the  minimum  prices  specified  in  the 
order,  as  amended,  and  as  hereby  further 
amended,  are  such  prices  as  will  reflect 
the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome  milk 
and  be  in  the  public  interest;  and 

(3)  The  said  order,  as  amended,  and 
as  hereby  further  amended,  regulates 
the  handling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner 
as  and  is  applicable  only  to  persons  in 
the  respective  classes  of  industrial  and 
commercial  activity  specified  in  a  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  upon  which  a  hearing 
has  been  held.  , 

(b>  Additional  findings.  It  is  hereby 
found  and  determined  that  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendatory  order 
effective  on  July  1,  1953.  Such  action  is 
necessary  in  the  public  interest  in  order 
to  reflect  current  marketing  conditions 
and  to  facilitate  the  orderely  marketing 
of  milk  produced  for  the  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
marketing  area.  Accordingly,  any  fur¬ 
ther  delay  in  the  effective  date  of  this 
order  will  seriously  threaten  the  orderly 
marketing  of  milk  in  the  marketing 
area.  The  provisions  of  this  amendatory 
order  are  well  known  to  handlers  and 
producers,  thd  public  hearing  having 
been  convened  on  June  17,  1953,  and  a 
decision  containing  the  terms  and  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  order  having  been  issued 
on  June  24,  1953.  Reasonable  time 
undei*  the  circumstances  has  been 
afforded  persons  affected  to  prepare  for 
its  effective  date.  Therefore,  it  would  be 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  to  delay 
the  effective  date  of  this  amendment 
for  30  days  after  its  publication  in  the 
Fedbral  Register.  (See  sec.  4  (c)  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act,  Pub.  Law 
404,  79th  Cong.,  60  Stat.  237.) 

(c)  Determinations.  It  is  hereby 
determined  that  handlers  (excluding 
cooperative  associations  or  producers 
who  are  not  engaged  in  processing,  dis¬ 
tributing  or  shipping  milk  covered  by 
this  order  amending  the  order,  as 
amended,)  of  more  than  50  percent  of 
the  volume  of  the  milk  covered  by  this 
order  amending  the  order,  as  amended, 
which  is  marketed  within  the  said 
marketing  area,  refused  or  failed  to  sign 
the  proposed  marketing  agreement 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
said  marketing  area,  and  it  is  hereby 
further  determined  that: 

( 1 )  The  refusal  or  failure  of  such  han¬ 
dlers  to  sign  said  marketing  agreement 
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ORLANDO,  FLA.  OrlandoLFR  LOM  186  7.0  1,500  SE  1,200'— N  side  (•)  (*)  (*)  4.69  0.68  115  R  500  1.5  Climb  to  1,  SOO7  on  N  W  crs  ILS, 

Orlando,  Airport  - - - - 310  SE  crs  (R)  500  1.0  *(lltdc  path  not  commissioned. 

Freq.  109.9  me  Oviedo  FM  LOM  197  15.0  1,500  130  S#  400  1.0  #Runway  31. 

Ident.  ORL  A  800  2.0 
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These  procedures  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
register. 

(Sec.  205,  52  Stat.  984,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C. 
425.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  601,  52  Stat. 
1007,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  551) 

[seal!  F.  B.  Lee, 

Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics. 

IF  R.  DOC.  53-5733;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


TITLE  31— MONEY  AND 
FINANCE:  TREASURY 

Chapter  I — Monetary  Offices,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Treasury 

[1953  Dept.  Clrc.  1[ 

Part  129 — Values  of  Foreign  Moneys 

QUARTER  BEGINNING  JULY  1,  1953 

July  1,  1953. 

§  129.16  Calendar  year,  1953.  *  *  * 

(c)  Quarter  beginning  July  1,  1953. 


TITLE  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 

Appendix — Public  Land  Orders 

[Public  Land  Order  901] 
California 

Revoking  executive  order  of  MAY  24, 
*928,  RESERVOIR  SITE  RESERVE  NO.  18 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  In 
, e  President  by  section  1  of  the  act  of 
June  25,  1910  (36  Stat.  847;  43  U.  S.  C. 
m)  and  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
No.  129 - 2 


Pursuant  to  section  522,  title  IV,  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  reenacting  section  25 
of  the  act  of  August  27,  1894,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  the  following  estimates  by  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Mint  of  the  values  of  foreign 
monetary  units  are  hereby  proclaimed  to 
be  the  values  of  such  units  in  terms  of 
the  money  of  account  of  the  United 
States  that  are  to  be  followed  in  estimat¬ 
ing  the  value  of  all  foreign  merchandise 
exported  to  the  United  States  during  the 
quarter  beginning  July  1,  1953,  expressed 
in  any  such  foreign  monetary  units: 
Provided,  however,  That  if  no  such  value 
has  been  proclaimed,  or  if  the  value  so 
proclaimed  varies  by  5  per  centum  or 
more  from  a  value  measured  by  the  buy¬ 
ing  rate  in  the  New  York  market  at  noon 
on  the  day  of  exportation,  conversion 
shall  be  made  at  a  value  measured  by 
such  buying  rate  as  determined  and  cer¬ 
tified  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
New  York  and  published  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  section  522,  title  IV,  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930. 


No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  F.  R.  4831) 
it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

The  Executive  Order  of  May  24,  1928, 
reserving  for  reservoir-sites  (Reservoir 
Site  Reserve  No.  18,  Marron  Reservoir, 
Tia  Juana  River,  California)  the  follow¬ 
ing-described  public  lands  in  California, 
is  hereby  revoked: 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 
T.  18  S..  R.  2  E., 

Sec.  23,  SWy4SWy4.  N^SE^,  and  SEft 
S£>/4; 

Sec.  24,  NV&SW!4,  and  SW%SW^; 

Sec.  26,  NE»/iNW>/4,  SW»/4NWy4,  SW'i 
swy4,  N^SE^,  and  SW»/4SEy4; 

Sec.  27,  wy2NEy4  and  SVaNW^’. 


Sec.  28,  SyaNE'i,  SE'iNW’4,  EyaSW^, 
and  NW'/4SEy4. 

The  tracts  described  aggregate  920 
acres. 

This  revocation  is  made  in  furtherance 
of  an  exchange  under  section  8  of  the 
act  of  June  28,  1934,  as  amended  by 
section  3  of  the  act  of  June  26,  1936  (48 
Stat.  1272;  49  Stat.  1976;  43  U.  S.  C. 
315g)  by  which  the  offered  lands  will 
benefit  a  Federal  land  program.  This 
restoration  is  therefore,  not  subject  to 
the  provisions  contained  in  the  act  of 
September  27,  1944  (58  Stat.  747;  43 
U.  S.  C.  279-284)  as  amended,  granting 
preference  rights  to  veterans  of  World 
War  II  and  others. 

Orme  Lewis, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

June  29,  1953. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5838;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


[Public  Land  Order  9021 
California 

partially  revoking  executive  order 

NO.  6212  OF  JULY  25,  1933 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President  by  section  1  of  the  act  of  June 
25,  1910  (36  Stat.  847;  43  U.  S.  C.  141)  as 
amended  by  the  act  of  August  24,  1912 
(37  Stat.  497;  43  U.  S.  C.  142)  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  Executive  Order  No.  10355  of 
May  26, 1952  (17  F.  R.  4831) ,  it  is  ordered 
as  follows: 

Executive  Order  No.  6212  of  July  25, 
1933,  withdraw  ing  certain  public  lands  in 
California  for  classification  and  pending 
determination  as  to  the  advisability  of 
including  such  lands  in  a  national  monu¬ 
ment,  is  hereby  revoked  so  far  as  it 
affects  the  following-described  lands: 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 

T.  4  S.,  R.  23  E., 

Secs.  1  to  25,  inclusive; 

Secs.  28  to  33,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  36. 

The  areas  described,  aggregating  ap¬ 
proximately  20,480  acres,  are  included  in 
the  first  form  reclamation  withdrawal 
made  by  the  departmental  order  of  Octo¬ 
ber  16. 1931,  in  connection  with  the  Colo¬ 
rado  River  Storage  Project. 

Orme  Lewis, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
June  29,  1953. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5839;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 
8:46  a.  m.] 

TITLE  38— PENSIONS,  BONUSES, 
AND  VETERANS’  RELIEF 

Chapter  I — Veterans’  Administration 

Current  Regulations  and  Other  Formal 
Issues 

CONTINUANCE  IN  EFFECT 

All  current  Veterans’  Administration 
Regulations,  manuals,  instructions,  bul¬ 
letins,  circulars,  Administrator’s  deci¬ 
sions,  delegations  of  authority  and  other 
issues  applicable  to  the  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration  shall  remain  in  full  force 


(The  value  of  foreign  monetary  units  as  shown  below  in  terms  ol  United  States  money,  is  the  ratio  between  the  legal 
gold  content  of  the  foreign  unit  and  the  legal  gold  content  of  the  United  States  dollar.  It  should  be  noted  that  this 
value,  with  respect  to  most  countries,  varies  widely  from  the  present  exchange  rate*.  Countries  not  having  a 
legally  defined  gold  monetary  unit,  or  those  for  which  current  information  is  not  available,  are  omitted.] 


Country 

Monetary 

unit 

Value  in 
terms  of 
U.8. 
mdney 

Remarks 

Colombia _ ....... _ 

Peso...... 

$0.  5128 

Monetary  Law  No.  00  of  Dec.  16,  1948,  effective  Dee.  18, 1948,  con- 

Colon . 

.1781 

tent  of  peso  0.50637  gram  of  gold  9/10  fine.  Obligation  to  sell 
gold  suspended  Sept.  24,  1931. 

Parity  of  0.158267  fine  gram  gold  established  by  decree  law  effec- 

Denmark . 

Krone . 

.  4537 

tive  Mar.  22, 1947. 

Conversion  of  notes  into  gold  suspended  Sept.  29, 1931 . 

Dominican  Republic.— 

Peso . 

1.0000 

By  monetary  Law  No.  1528  effective  Oct.  9,  1947,  gold  content  of 

Ethiopia . . 

Dollar . 

.4025 

peso  equal  to  0.888671  gram  fine. 

New  unit  established  by  Proclamation  of  the  Emperor  on  May  25, 
1945,  effective  July  23, 1945. 

Conversion  of  notes  into  gold  suspended  Oct.  12,  1931. 

Decree  No.  203  of  Dee.  10, 1945,  defined  the  monetarv  unit  as  15  5/21 

Finland  . 

Markka... 

.  0426 

Guatemala............ 

Quetzal... 

10.0000 

Haiti . 

Gourde... 

.2000 

grains  gold  9/10  fine.  Conversion  of  notes  into  gold  suspended 
Mar.  6, 1933. 

National  bank  notes  redeemable  on  demand  tn  U.  S.  dollars. 

Hungary . . 

Forint.... 

.0852 

New  unit  based  on  13,210  forint  per  kilogram  fine  gold,  effective 

Pern . 

Sol . 

.4740 

July  1946. 

Conversion  of  notes  into  gold  suspended  May  18,  1932;  exchange 
control  established  Jan.  23,  1945. 

Internationa]  value  according  to  the  Central  Bank  Act  approved 
June  15, 1948.  Exchange  control  established. 

Conversion  of  notes  Into  gold  suspended  Sept.  29,  1931. 

By  decree  of  Council  of  Ministers  ruble  equal  to  0.222168  fine  gram 

Philippines _ 

Peso . 

.5000 

Sweden . 

Krona . 

.4537 

Union  of  Soviet  So- 

Ruble . 

.2500 

cialist  Republics. 
Uruguay . 

Peso..  .. 

.6583 

gold,  effective  Mar.  1, 1950. 

Present  gold  content  of  0.585018  grams  fine  established  by  law  of 
Jan.  18,  1938.  Conversion  of  notes  into  gold  suspended  Aug.  2, 
1914;  exchange  control  established  Sept.  7, 1931. 

Exchange  control  established  Dec.  12, 1936. 

Venezuela . 

Bolivar... 

.3267 

(Sec.  25,  28  Stat.  552;  sec.  403,  42  Stat.  17;  sec.  522,  42  Stat.  974;  sec.  522,  46  Stat.  739;  31 
U.S.  C.  372) 


[SEAL] 

July  1,  1953. 


H.  Chapman  Rose, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5878;  Filed,  July  2,  1953;  8:53  a.  m.] 
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and  effect  until  such  time  as  the  same 
may  be  specifically  amended  or  revoked. 

[seal]  H.  V.  Stirling. 

Acting  Administrator. 

July  1,  1953. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5924:  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 

9:19  a.  m.) 

TITLE  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  I — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

[2d  Rev.  S.  O.  856,  Arndt.  7] 

Part  95 — Car  Service 

SATURDAYS  TO  BE  INCLUDED  IN  COMPUTING 
DEMURRAGE  ON  ALL  FREIGHT  CARS 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  3,  held  at  its 
office  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  29th 
day  of  June  A.  D.  1953. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Second 
Revised  Service  Order  No.  856  (16  F.  R. 
3929,  10560;  17  F.  R.  896,  3458.  4949, 
10737;  18  F.  R.  2084,  3146,  3567),  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor:  It  is  or¬ 
dered,  that: 

Section  95.856  Saturdays  to  be  included 
in  computing  demurrage  on  all  freight 
cars  of  Second  Revised  Service  Order 
No.  856  be,  and  it  is  hereby  amended  by 
substituting  the  following  paragraph 
(b)  for  paragraph  (b)  thereof: 


(b)  Application.  The  provisions  of 
this  section  shall  apply  to  intrastate,  in¬ 
terstate  and  foreign  commerce,  including 
commerce  with  insular  possessions  and 
the  territories  of  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

In  the  event  a  holiday  as  described  and 
listed  in  Item  No.  25  of  L.  C.  Schuldt’s 
Demurrage  Tariff  I.  C.  C.  No.  4550  occurs 
on  a  Saturday,  such  day  will  be  excluded 
in  computing  demurrage. 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  7:00  a.  m.,  July  1, 
1953. 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  and  direction  be  served 
upon  the  Association  of  American  Rail¬ 
roads,  Car  Service  Division,  as  agent  of 
the  railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  serv¬ 
ice  and  per  diem  agreement  under  the 
terms  of  that  agreement ;  and  that  notice 
of  this  order  be  given  to  the  general  pub¬ 
lic  by  depositing  a  copy  in  the  office  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  at 
Washington,  D.  C.,  and  by  filing  it  with 
the  Director,  Division  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

(Sec.  12,  24  Stat.  383,  as  amended:  49  U.  S.  C. 
12.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  1,  24  Stat.  379, 
as  amended:  49  U.  S.  C.  1) 

By  the  Commission,  Division  3. 

[seal]  „  George  W.  Laird, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5887;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 

8:52  a.  m.J 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Production  and  Marketing 
Administration 

[  7  CFR  Part  729  ] 

Peanuts 

PROPOSED  PROCLAMATION  WITH  RESPECT  TO 
1954  NATIONAL  MARKETING  QUOTA;  AP¬ 
PORTIONMENT  OF  NATIONAL  ACREAGE  AL¬ 
LOTMENT;  ESTABLISHMENT  OF  FARM 
ALLOTMENTS 

Pursuant  to  Title  III  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1301-1393  and 
Sups.),  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is 
required  by  section  358  (a)  thereof  to 
proclaim,  between  July  1  and  December 
1  of  each  calendar  year,  the  amount  of 
the  national  marketing  quota  for  pea¬ 
nuts  for  the  crop  produced  in  the  next 
succeeding  calendar  year.  The  amount 
of  such  quota  is  the  total  quantity  of 
peanuts  which  will  make  available  for 
marketing  a  supply  of  peanuts  from  the 
crop  with  respect  to  which  the  quota  is 
proclaimed  equal  to  the  average  quantity 
of  peanuts  harvested  for  nuts  during  the 
five  years  immediately  preceding  the 


year  in  which  such  quota  is  proclaimed, 
adjusted  for  current  trends  and  pro¬ 
spective  demand  conditions. 

Section  358  (a)  of  the  act  further  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  national  marketing  quota 
for  peanuts  shall  be  converted  to  a  na¬ 
tional  acreage  allotment  by  dividing 
such  quota  by  the  normal  yield  per  acre 
of  peanuts  for  the  United  States  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary  on  the  basis  of 
the  average  yield  per  acre  of  peanuts  in 
the  five  years  preceding  the  year  in  which 
the  quota  is  proclaimed,  with  such  ad¬ 
justment  as  may  be  found  necessary  to 
correct  for  trends  in  yields  and  for 
abnormal  conditions  of  production 
affecting  yields. 

Section  358  (a)  of  the  act  further  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  national  marketing  quota 
established  for  any  year  subsequent  to 
1951  shall  be  a  quantity  of  peanuts  suffi¬ 
cient  to  provide  a  national  acreage  allot¬ 
ment  of  not  less  than  that  established 
for  the  crop  produced  in  the  calendar 
year  1941,  which  was  1,610,000  acres. 

Section  358  (c)  (1)  of  the  act  provides 
that  for  any  year  subsequent  to  1951,  the 
national  acreage  allotment  for  that  year, 
less  the  acreage  to  be  allotted  to  new 
farms  under  section  358  (f)  of  the  act. 


shall  be  apportioned  among  the  States  on 
the  basis  of  their  share  of  the  national 
acreage  allotment  for  the  most  recent 
year  in  which  such  apportionment  was 
made.  Pursuant  to  this  provision  of  the 
act,  the  national  acreage  allotment  for 
the  1954  crop  of  peanuts  will  be  appor- 
tioned  to  States  on  the  basis  of  their 
shares  of  the  1953  national  acreage  al¬ 
lotment,  excluding  additional  acreage 
allotted  to  States  in  1953  for  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  Valencia  type  peanuts  under  the 
provisions  of  section  358  (c)  (2)  of  the 
act. 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing  determi¬ 
nations  to  be  made  with  respect  to  the 
1954  crop  of  peanuts,  the  Secretary  has 
under  consideration  the  formulation  of 
regulations  which  will  provide  the  pro¬ 
cedures  for  apportioning  the  1954  State 
peanut  acreage  allotment  to  farms,  or 
to  counties  and  farms;  for  establish¬ 
ing  allotments  for  farms  on  which  pea¬ 
nuts  were  not  produced  in  1951,  1952, 
and  1953,  but  on  which  peanuts  are  to 
be  produced  in  1954;  and  for  determin¬ 
ing  farm  normal  yields  per  acre  for 
peanuts.  It  is  expected  that  the  regu¬ 
lations  for  the  1954  crop  of  peanuts  will 
be  substantially  the  same  as  the  regula¬ 
tions  for  the  1953  crop  (17  F.  R.  10611), 

Prior  to  proclaiming  the  national  mar¬ 
keting  quota,  establishing  the  national 
acreage  allotment,  apportioning  the  na¬ 
tional  acreage  allotment  among  the 
States,  formulating  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  the  apportionment  of  State  acreage 
allotments  to  farms  or  to  counties  and 
farms,  determining  the  percentage  of  the 
national  acreage  allotment  to  be  re¬ 
served  for  new  farms  and  formulating 
regulations  governing  the  apportion¬ 
ment  of  such  acreage  among  new  farms, 
and  determining  farm  normal  yields  for 
peanuts,  consideration  will  be  given  to 
any  data,  views,  and  recommendations 
relating  thereto  which  are  submitted  in 
writing  to  the  Director,  Fats  and  Oils 
Branch,  Production  and  Marketing  Ad¬ 
ministration,  U.  S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Washington  25,  D.  C.  Any  data, 
views,  and  recommendations  relating  to 
the  question  of  whether  the  State  acre¬ 
age  allotment  should  be  apportioned  to 
the  counties  in  the  State  as  provided  in 
section  358  (e)  of  the  act,  should  be 
submitted  in  writing  direct  to  the  State 
Production  and  Marketing  Administra¬ 
tion  Committee,  whose  address  may  be 
obtained  from  any  County  Production 
and  Marketing  Administration  Office  in 
the  State.  All  written  submissions  must 
be  postmarked  not  later  than  30  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  30th 
day  of  June  1953. 

[seal]  M.  B.  Braswell, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5881 J  Filed,  July  2.  1953; 

8:54  a.  m.J 
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department  of  the  interior 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[No.  8  (R-IV)  ] 

Colorado 

restoration  order  under  federal 

POWER  ACT 

June  24,  1953. 

Pursuant  to  a  determination  of  April 
24,  1951,  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Docket  No.  DA-302-Colorado,  and 
in  accordance  with  Order  No.  427,  section 
2.22  (a)  (4)  of  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  approved  August  16. 
1950  (15  F.  R.  5641),  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights  and  the 
provisions  of  .existing  withdrawals,  the 
following  described  lands,  so  far  as  they 
are  withdrawn  or  reserved  for  power  pur¬ 
poses  by  Power  Site  Reserve  No.  82,  are 
hereby  opened  to  mineral  entry,  only, 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  24  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  of  June  10.  1920 
(41  Stat.  1075;  16  U.  S.  C.  818),  as 
amended,  and  subject  to  the  stipulation 
that,  if  and  when  the  lands  are  required 
wholly  or  in  part  for  purposes  of  power 
development,  any  structure,  machinery, 
or  improvements  placed  thereon  which 
Interfere  with  such  development  shall  be 
removed  or  relocated  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  eliminate  interference  with  the 
power  development  without  expense  to 
the  United  States  or  its  permittees  or 
licensees,  and  subject  to  the  stipulation 
that  there  is  reserved  to  the  United 
States,  its  successors  or  assigns,  the  prior 
right  to  use  any  and  all  portions  of  the 
lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian 
T.  4  S..  R.  73  W. 

Sec.  3,  Lots  13,  51,  88,  89,  90,  91.  92,  93, 

Sec.  9,  Lot  1. 

This  order  shall  not  affect  any  other 
lands  so  reserved  or  affect  any  other 
order  withdrawing  or  reserving  the  lands 
described. 

H.  Byron  Mock, 
Regional  Administrator. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  63-5840;  Piled,  July  2,  1953; 

8:46  a.  m.| 


[No.  7  (R-IV) 

Utah 

air-navigation  SITE  WITHDRAWALS  NOS.  46 
AND  53  REVOKED 

June  24,  1953. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
In  section  4  of  the  act  of  May  24,  1928 
Stat.  729;  49  U.  S.  C.  214),  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  2.22  (a)  (2),  of  Delega¬ 
tion  Order  No.  427  of  August  16,  1950 
U5  F.  r.  5641),  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

Air-Navigation  Site  Withdrawal  No. 
56*  dated  June  11,  1938,  affecting  lots  1. 
*•  3,  4,  sec.  1,  T.  26  S..  R.  10  W.,  S.  L.  M., 
and  Air-Navigation  Site  Withdrawal  No. 
dated  October  20,  1931,  affecting  the 


SEViSEiA  sec.  15,  T.  1  S.,  R.  17  W., 
S.  L.  M.,  are  hereby  revoked  effective 
immediately. 

Lots  1.  2,  3,  4.  sec.  1,  T.  26  S.,  R.  10  W., 
S.  L.  M.,  are  primarily  valuable  for  graz¬ 
ing,  contain  a  water  development  which 
is  needed  in  connection  with  grazing  on 
this  and  adjoining  public  lands,  and  are 
not  open  to  entry  or  location  until  fur¬ 
ther  notice. 

The  SEV^SEVi  sec.  15,  T.  1  S.,  R.  17  W., 
S.  L.  M.,  is  within  the  exterior  bounda¬ 
ries  of  the  Wendover  Bombing  and  Gun¬ 
nery  Range  and  will  remain  within  that 
withdrawal. 

H.  Byron  Mock, 
Regional  Administrator. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  53-5841;  Filed,  July  2.  1953; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[No.  1  (W-IV)l 
Colorado 

AIR-NAVIGATION  SITE  WITHDRAWAL 

June  24,  1953. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained  in 
section  4  of  the  act  of  May  24,  1928  (45 
Stat.  729, 49  U.  S.  C.  214) ,  and  in  section  7 
of  the  act  of  June  28, 1934  (48  Stat.  1272) , 
as  amended  by  the  act  of  June  26,  1936 
(49  Stat.  1976,  43  U.  S.  C.  315f),  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  2.22  (a)  (2)  of  Delega¬ 
tion  Order  No.  427  of  August  16,  1950 
(15  F.  R.  5639) ,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
following-described  public  land  in  Colo¬ 
rado  are  hereby  withdrawn  from  all 
forms  of  appropriation  under  the  public- 
land  laws  and  reserved  for  the  use  of 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce,  for  a  very 
high  frequency  radio  range,  the  reserva¬ 
tion  to  be  known  as  Air-Navigation  Site 
Withdrawal  No.  1  (W-IV) -Colorado. 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Colorado 

T.  1  N.,  R.  81  W. 

Sec.  35,  SEJ4SW14. 

The  area  described  aggregates  40  acres. 

It  is  intended  that  the  above-described 
lands  shall  be  returned  to  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
when  they  are  no  longer  needed  for  the 
purpose  for  which  they  are  reserved. 

H.  Byron  Mock, 
Regional  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5842;  Piled.  July  2,  1953; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


California 

CLASSIFICATION  ORDER 

June  26,  1953. 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Regional  Administrator, 
Region  II,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
by  Order  No.  1,  Amendment  No.  2,  dated 
January  29,  1953  (18  F.  R.  23),  I  hereby 
classify  under  the  Small  Tract  Act  of 
June  1,  1938  (52  Stat.  609),  as  amended 


July  14.  1945  (59  Stat.  467,  43  U.  S.  C. 
682a),  as  hereinafter  indicated,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  described  lands  in  the  Los  Angeles 
land  district,  embracing  approximately 
84.42  acres: 

California  Small  Tract  Classification 
No.  378 

For  lease  and  sale  for  homesite  purposes 
only: 

T.  21  N„  R.  7  E.,  S.  B.  M  , 

Sec.  6,  SWI4NEV4.  SEV4NWV4  Lot  12,  and 
Tracts  17  to  32,  Inclusive. 

The  lands  are  located  in  southeastern 
Inyo  County,  California,  approximately 
one  mile  south  of  the  Town  of  Shoshone. 
Climatic  conditions  are  typical  of  the 
desert  areas  of  southeastern  California 
with  mild  winters,  high  summer  tem¬ 
peratures  and  low  precipitation.  Brack¬ 
ish  but  potable  water  can  be  obtained 
from  shallow  wells  on  most  of  the  lands. 

2.  As  to  applications  regularly  filed 
prior  to  9:00  a.  m.,  February  11, 1953,  and 
are  for  the  type  of  site  for  which  the 
lands  are  classified,  this  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  upon  the  date  it  is  signed. 

3.  This  order  shall  not  otherwise  be¬ 
come  effective  to  change  the  status  of 
such  lands  until  10:00  a.  m.  on  the  35th 
day  after  the  date  of  this  order.  At  that 
time  the  said  lands  shall,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights  and  the  provisions 
of  existing  withdrawals,  become  subject 
to  applications  under  the  Small  Tract 
Act  as  follows: 

(a)  Ninety -one  day  period  for  prefer¬ 
ence-right  filings.  For  a  period  of  91 
days,  commencing  at  the  hour  and  on 
the  day  specified  above,  the  public  lands 
affected  by  this  order  shall  be  subject 
only  to  application  under  the  Small 
Tract  Act  of  June  1,  1938,  52  Stat.  609 
(43  U.  S.  C.  682a) ,  as  amended,  by  quali¬ 
fied  veterans  of  World  War  II,  subject 
to  the  requirements  of  applicable  law. 
All  applications  filed  under  this  para¬ 
graph  either  at  or  before  10:00  a.  m.  on 
the  35th  day  after  the  date  of  this  order 
shall  be  treated  as  though  filed  simul¬ 
taneously  at  that  time.  All  applications 
filed  under  this  paragraph  after  10:00 
a.  m.  on  the  said  35th  day  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

(b)  Date  for  non-preference-right  fil¬ 
ings.  Commencing  at  10:00  a.  m.  on  the 
126th  day  after  the  date  of  this  order, 
any  lands  remaining  unappropriated 
shall  become  subject  to  disposal  under  - 
the  Small  Tract  Act  only.  All  such  ap¬ 
plications  filed  either  at  or  before  10:00 
a.  m.  on  the  126th  day  after  the  date  of 
this  order,  shall  be  treated  as  though 
filed  simultaneously  at  the  hour  speci¬ 
fied  on  such  126th  day.  All  applications 
filed  thereafter  shall  be  considered  in  the 
order  of  filing. 

4.  A  veteran  shall  accompany  his  ap¬ 
plication  with  a  complete  photostatic,  or 
other  copy  (both  sides) ,  of  his  certificate 
of  honorable  discharge,  or  of  an  official 
document  of  his  branch  of  the  service 
which  shows  clearly  his  honorable  dis¬ 
charge  as  defined  in  §  181.36  of  Title  43 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  or 
constitutes  evidence  of  other  facts  upon 
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which  the  claim  for  preference  is  based 
and  which  shows  clearly  the  period  of 
service.  Other  persons  claiming  credit 
for  service  of  veterans  must  furnish  like 
proof  in  support  of  their  claims.  Per¬ 
sons  asserting  preference  rights,  through 
settlement  or  otherwise,  and  those  hav¬ 
ing  equitable  claims,  shall  accompany 
their  application  by  duly  corroborated 
statements  in  support  thereof,  setting 
forth  in  detail  all  facts  relevant  to  their 
claims. 

5.  All  of  the  lands  will  be  leased  in 
accordance  with  the  subdivision  shown 
on  the  official  supplemental  plat  of  sur¬ 
vey  accepted  April  30,  1953. 

6.  Preference  right  leases  referred  to 
in  paragraph  2  will  be  issued  only  if  the 
tract  applied  for  conforms  to  or  is 
amended  to  conform  to  the  official  plat 
of  survey  specified  in  paragraph  5. 

7.  Leases  will  be  for  a  period  of  three 
years  at  an  annual  rental  of  $5.00  pay¬ 
able  for  the  entire  lease  period  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  the  issuance  of  the  lease. 
Leases  will  contain  an  option  to  pur¬ 
chase  clause  at  the  appraised  value  of 
$100.00  per  tract.  Application  to  pur¬ 
chase  may  be  filed  during  the  term  of 
the  lease  but  not  more  than  30  days 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  one  year  from 
the  date  of  the  lease  issuance. 

8.  Tracts  will  be  subject  to  all  existing 
rights-of-way  and  to  rights-of-way  33 
feet  in  width  along  the  boundaries 
thereof  for  road  purposes  and  public 
utilities.  Such  rights-of-way  may  be 
utilized  by  the  Federal  Government,  or 
the  State,  County  or  municipality  in 
which  the  tract  is  situated,  or  by  any 
agency  thereof.  The  rights-of-way 
may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  authorized 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  be  definitely  located  prior  to  the 
issuance  of  the  patent.  If  not  so  lo¬ 
cated,  they  may  be  subject  to  location 
after  patent  is  issued. 

9.  All  inquiries  relating  to  these  lands 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Manager, 
Land  Office,  Los  Angeles,  California. 

E.  I.  Rowland, 
Regional  Chief, 
Division  of  Lands. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5843;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 

8:46  a.  m.j 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Order  2726] 

Defense  Functions  Vested  in  Secretary 

Section  1.  Purpose.  The  purpose  of 
this  order  is  to  provide  for  the  adminis¬ 
tration  after  June  30,  1953,  of  the  func¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  metals  and  minerals, 
electric  power,  solid  fuels  and  fishery 
commodities  or  products  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  under  the 
Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended,  or  by  virtue  of  his  authority 
under  that  act. 

Sec.  2.  Delegation  of  authority.  Ex¬ 
cept  as  provided  in  section  4  of  this  order, 
and  except  as  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  may  otherwise  provide,  all  the 
functions  and  powers  which  are  or  may 
be  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
by  delegations  or  redelegations  issued 
pursuant  to  the  Defense  Production  Act 


of  1950,  as  amended,  or  pursuant  to  any 
other  law  by  virtue  of  authority  delegated 
to  him  under  that  act  may  be  performed 
and  exercised: 

(a)  In  so  far  as  these  functions  and 
powers  relate  to  metals  and  minerals,  by 
the  Administrator  of  the  Defense  Min¬ 
erals  Exploration  Administration; 

(b)  In  so  far  as  these  functions  and 
powrers  relate  to  solid  fuels,  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Defense  Solid  Fuels 
Administration; 

(c)  In  so  far.  as  these  functions  and 
powers  relate  to  fishery  commodities  or 
products,  by  the  Director  of  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

Sec.  3.  Electric  power.  The  defense 
functions  of  the  Secretary  relating  to 
electric  power  fall  within  the  assignment 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary — Water  and 
Power  Development,  who  is  one  of  the 
Secretarial  officers  already  empowered 
by  section  1  of  Order  No.  2509,  as 
amended  (17  F.  R.  8634)  to  exercise  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  with  respect 
to  various  matters  relating  to  defense, 
including  electric  power. 

Sec.  4.  Limitations,  (a)  Section  2  of 
this  order  does  not  authorize  any  person 
therein  mentioned  to: 

(1)  Exercise  any  function  or  power 
which  cannot  be  redelegated  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  any  delegation  of  authority  to 
the  Secretary; 

(2)  Redelegate  any  power  or  function 
to  any  person  other  than  an  officer  of  the 
agency  which  he  heads ;  or 

(3)  Appoint  or  employ  any  person 
under  section  710  of  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

(b)  The  Secretary  reserves  to  himself 
the  maintenance  of  interagency  relation¬ 
ships  respecting  matters  which  are  com¬ 
mon  to  more  than  one  of  the  defense 
areas  for  which  the  Secretary  has  re¬ 
sponsibility,  including  representation 
on  the  policy  level  with  the  Office  of  De¬ 
fense  Mobilization,  the  National  Pro¬ 
duction  Authority,  the  Executive  Office 
of  the  President,  and  other  major  agen¬ 
cies  concerned  with  defense  products  and 
the  Congress. 

Sec.  5.  Policies  and  procedures.  The 
powers  and  functions  delegated  by  this 
order  shall  be  exercised  subject  to  the 
direction  and  control  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior.  This  order  may  be  sup¬ 
plemented  from  time  to  time  by  policy 
and  procedural  instructions  respecting 
the  exercise  of  these  powers  and  the 
performance  of  these  functions. 

Sec.  6.  Acting  Administrator,  Defense 
Minerals  Exploration  Administration. 
(a)  The  Deputy  Administrator  shall  per¬ 
form  the  duties  of  the  Administrator  in 
case  of  the  death,  resignation,  absence 
or  sickness  of  the  Administrator. 

(b)  The  Special  Assistant  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  shall  perform  the  duties  of 
the  Administrator  in  case  of  the  death, 
resignation,  absence  or  sickness  of  the 
Administrator  and  the  Deputy  Admin¬ 
istrator. 

(c)  An  official  acting  under  authority 
of  this  section  shall  sign  documents 
under  the  title  "Acting  Administrator.” 

Sec.  7.  Acting  Administrator,  Defense 
Solid  Fuels  Administration.  The  Assist¬ 


ant  to  the  Administrator  shall  perform 
the  duties  of  the  Administrator  in  case  of 
the  death,  resignation,  absence  or  sick¬ 
ness  of  the  Administrator.  When  act¬ 
ing  under  the  authority  of  this  section 
he  shall  sign  documents  under  the  title 
"Acting  Administrator.” 

Sec.  8.  Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Defense  Minerals  Exploration  Admmis - 
tration.  (a)  The  Special  Assistant  to 
the  Administrator  shall  perform  the 
duties  of  the  Deputy  Administrator  in 
case  of  the  death,  resignation,  absence, 
or  sickness  of  the  Deputy  Administrator, 
and  when  so  serving  shall  sign  docu¬ 
ments  under  the  title  "Acting  Deputy 
Administrator.” 

( b )  When  the  Deputy  Administrator  is 
serving  as  Acting  Administrator,  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  the  office  of  Deputy 
Administrator  may  be  exercised  by  the 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Administrator. 
Under  such  circumstances,  the  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Administrator  shall  sign 
documents  under  his  own  title. 

Sec.  9.  Saving  clause.  All  orders  is¬ 
sued  or  redelegations  made  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrators  of  the  Defense  Electric 
Powrer  Administration,  Defense  Fisheries 
Administration,  Defense  Minerals  Explo¬ 
ration  Administration,  and  Defense  Solid 
Fuels  Administration  w'hich  are  in  force 
at  the  close  of  business  June  30,  1953, 
shall  continue  in  force  until  amended  or 
revoked  by  competent  authority. 

Sec.  10.  Effect  on  other  orders.  Effec¬ 
tive  at  the  close  of  business  on  June  30, 
1953,  this  order  supersedes  Order  No. 
2605,  as  amended  (15  F.  R.  8718,  17  F.  R. 
8366). 

(Sec.  3,  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1950,  15  P.  R. 
3174) 

Douglas  McKay, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

June  30,  1953. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5874;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 

8:53  a.  m.J 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 

Business  Administration  Division, 
Chicago  Regional  Office 

transfer  of  functions 

Effective  June  22,  1953,  all  functions 
of  the  Business  Administration  Division 
of  the  Regional  Office  at  Chicago,  Illi¬ 
nois,  with  respect  to  activities  within  the 
States  of  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin  will  be  performed  by  the  Business 
Administration  Division  of  the  Regional 
Office  at  Kansas  City,  Missouri.  This 
action  is  taken  pursuant  to  the  second 
introductory  paragraph  of  the  Notice  on 
Organization  and  Functions  published 
on  May  14,  1953,  in  18  F.  R.  2798.  The 
functions  of  a  Business  Administration 
Division  of  a  Regional  Office  are  de¬ 
scribed  in  16  F.  R.  2975,  published  on 
April  5.  1951. 

[seal]  F.  B.  Lee, 

Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5837;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


Friday,  July  3,  1953 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  9138,  10245.  10319,  10324] 

Westinghouse  Radio  Stations,  Inc., 
et  AL. 

ORDER  CONTINUING  HEARING 

In  re  applications  of  Westinghouse 
Radio  Stations,  Inc.,  Portland,  Oregon, 
Docket  No.  9138,  Pile  No.  BPCT-494; 
Portland  Television,  Inc.,  Portland, 
Oregon,  Docket  No.  10245,  File  No. 
BPCT-956;  North  Pacific  Television,  Inc., 
Portland,  Oregon,  Docket  No.  10319,  File 
No.  BPCT-1138;  Cascade  Television 
Company,  Portland,  Oregon,  Docket  No. 
10324,  File  No.  BPCT-1235;  for  con¬ 
struction  permits  for  new  commercial 
television  broadcast  stations  (Channel 
8). 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices 
in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  19th  day 
of  June  1953; 

The  Commission  having  before  it  for 
consideration  a  petition  filed  June  18, 
1953,  by  the  Cascade  Television  Com¬ 
pany  requesting  review  and  reversal  of 
the  Examiner’s  ruling  denying  peti¬ 
tioner’s  motion  for  postponement  of  the 
further  hearing  scheduled  for  June  22, 
1953,  in  the  above  proceeding;  and 
It  appearing,  that  on  June  10, 1953,  the 
petitioner  herein  filed  a  petition  for  re¬ 
consideration  of  the  Commission’s  action 
of  June  2,  1953,  denying  review  and 
reversal  of  the  Examiner’s  ruling  of 
April  23,  1953,  denying  petitioner  leave 
to  amend  its  application  herein;  that  on 
June  18,  1953,  the  Examiner  denied  peti¬ 
tioner’s  motion  for  postponement  of  the 
further  hearing  herein  until  approxi¬ 
mately  two  weeks  after  the  Commission’s 
disposition  of  the  pending  petition  for 
reconsideration  mentioned  above;  and 
that  the  petitioner  now  requests  review 
and  reversal  of  the  Examiner’s  ruling; 
and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  Exam¬ 
iner  concluded,  in  part,  that  further  con¬ 
tinuance  of  the  hearing  would  not 
conduce  to  the  ends  of  justice  and  the 
orderly  and  expeditious  dispatch  of  the 
Commission’s  business;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  it  is  the 
opinion  of  the  Commission  that  the  dis¬ 
position  of  the  question  whether  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  should  be  continued  pending 
Commission  disposition  of  interlocutory 
matters  should  rest  within  the  discre¬ 
tion  of  the  Examiner,  and  that  the  Ex¬ 
aminer’s  disposition  should  not  be 
reversed  unless  it  is  arbitrary  or  capri¬ 
cious  or  an  abuse  of  such  discretion;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  under  -the 
circumstances  of  this  proceeding  the  Ex¬ 
aminer’s  ruling  herein  was  a  reasonable 
exercise  of  discretion  and  the  subject 
Petition  does  not  present  a  case  for  re¬ 
versal;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  peti¬ 
tioner’s  witnesses  are'  now  in  Portland, 
Oregon,  and  that,  therefore,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  would  incur  some  hardship  in  pre¬ 
senting  its  witnesses  on  June  22,  1953; 

ft  is  ordered,  That  the  above-described 
Petition  of  Cascade  Television  Company 
is  denied;  and 


It  is  further  ordered,  On  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  own  motion,  that  the  further  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  is 
continued  to  July  6,  1953,  insofar  as  the 
presentation  of  the  case  of  Cascade  Tel¬ 
evision  Company  is  concerned. 

Released:  June  22,  1953. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  T.  J.  Slowie, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  53-5844;  Piled,  July  2,  1953; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  10272,  102731 

BRush-Moore  Newspapers,  Inc.,  and 
Stark  Telecasting  Corp. 

ORDER  SCHEDULING  HEARING 

In  re:  applications  of  The  Brush - 
Moore  Newspapers,  Inc.,  Canton,  Ohio, 
Docket  No.  10272,  File  No.  BPCT-264; 
Stark  Telecasting  Corporation,  Canton 
Ohio,  Docket  No.  10273,  File  No.  BPCT- 
949;  for  construction  permits  for  new 
television  stations. 

It  is  ordered,  This  25th  day  of  June 
1953,  that  the  hearing  in  the  above- 
entitled  proceeding,  continued  without 


OFFICE  OF  DEFENSE 
MOBILIZATION 

[Defense  Production  Order  1] 

Scarce  and  Critical  Materials  Author¬ 
ized  for  General  Distribution  in  the 
Civilian  Market 

Pursuant  to  section  101  (b)  of  the  De¬ 
fense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended 


date  and  until  further  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  April  7,  1953,  be,  and  it  is 
hereby,  scheduled  to  commence  at  9 
o’clock  a.  m.  Thursday,  August  6,  1953, 
in  Washington,  D.  C. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  T.  J.  Slowie, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5848;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 
8:47  a.  m.) 


[Change  List  No.  159] 

Mexican  Broadcast  Stations 

LIST  OF  CHANGES,  PROPOSED  CHANGES  AND 
CORRECTIONS  IN  ASSIGNMENTS 

June  3,  1953. 

Notification  under  the  provisions  of 
part  III,  section  2  of  the  North  Ameri¬ 
can  Regional  Broadcasting  Agreement. 

List  of  changes,  proposed  changes, 
and  corrections  in  assignments  of  Mexi¬ 
can  Broadcast  Stations  modifying  the 
appendix  containing  assignments  of 
Mexican  Broadcast  Stations  (Mimeo¬ 
graph  47214-6)  attached  to  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  North  American 
Regional  Broadcasting  Agreement  En¬ 
gineering  Meeting,  January  30,  1941. 


by  section  3  of  the  Defense  Production 
Act  Amendments  of  1953,  and  to  section 
2  of  Executive  Order  10467  dated  June 
30,  1953,  I  hereby  authorize  the  control 
of  the  general  distribution  in  the  civilian 
market  of  the  materials  listed  in  the 
attached  Schedule  A  and  find  (1)  that 
they  are  scarce  and  critical  materials 
essential  to  the  national  defense,  and  (2) 
that  the  requirements  of  the  national 


Mexico 


Call  letters 

Location 

Fewer  kw 

Schedule 

Class 

Probable  data 
to  commence 
operation 

XEIIQ  .. 

Hermosillo,  Sonora _ .. _ ........... _ 

690  kilocycles 

1 

U 

III-B 

June  3, 1953 

Do. 

XETA  .. 

Zitacuaro,  Michoacan  (delete  assignment) . 

(Increase  in 
power  from 
500  watts.) 
760  kilocycles 
0.25 

D 

II 

XEPK  .. 

Pachuca,  Hidalgo  (delete  assignment) . . 

0.25 

D 

II 

Do. 

XETA  . 

810  kilocycles 
0.5 

D 

II 

Do. 

XELA 

Mexico,  D.  F.  (now  in  operation) _ ............. 

8S0  kilocycles 
5N/10D 

DA-N  U 

II 

Do. 

XEMD  . 

Gomez  Palacio,  Durango  (new). ...••••••. ...... 

910  kilocycles 

0. 1 

U 

IV 

Dec.  3, 1953 

XF.N’Q 

960  kilocycles 

0. 1 

D 

IV 

Do. 

XEOS 

0.5 

U 

III-B 

Do. 

XEKD 

1010  kilocycles 

0.  25.Y/0.  5D 

V 

II 

Do. 

XF.T7S 

1080  kilocycles 

1 

D 

II 

Do. 

XF.OD 

1090  kilocycles 
0.5 

DA-N  U 

II 

Do. 

XF.SO 

1160  kilocycles 
5I1/0.3N 

U 

III-B 

Sept.  3,1953 

TF.TZ 

( Increase  in 
daytime 
power  from 

1  kw.) 

1380  kilocycles 
0.5N/1I) 

U 

III-B 

Dec.  3, 1953 

XFTK 

U20  kilocycles 
0. 15N/1D 

u 

IV 

Sept.  3,1953 

XENP . 

Salamanca,  Guanajuato  (correction  in  schedule 
from  unlimited  time  to  daytime). 

H30  kilocycles 
0. 25 

D 

IV 

June  3,10.53 

Federal  Communications  Commission, 

[seal]  T.  J.  Slowie, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  53-5845;  Filed,  July  2,  .1953;  8:47  a.  m.l 
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NOTICES 


defense  for  such  materials  cannot  other¬ 
wise  be  met  without  creating  a  signifi¬ 
cant  dislocation  of  the  normal  distribu¬ 
tion  of  such  materials  in  the  civilian 
market  to  such  a  degree  as  to  create 
appreciable  hardship. 


This  order  shall  take  effect  July  1, 
1953. 


Arthur  S.  Flemming, 
Director. 


Schedule  A 


Primary  nickel. 

Nickel-bearing  stainless  steel. 

High  nickel  ferrous  and  non-ferrous  alloys. 
Permanent  magnets  containing  nickel. 
Nickel  silver. 

Ferro-columbium  and  ferro-columbium 
tantalum,  and  columblum-  or  columbium- 
tant-ilum-bearing  steels. 

Heat  resistant  chromium  or  chromium- 
nickel  alloy  Iron  or  steel. 

Diamond  grinding  wheels. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  53-5954;  Filed.  July  2,  1953; 
10:40  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

| Docket  Nos.  G-1175.  G-1261,  G-1448,  G-1787, 
G— 1850,  G-1893,  G-1901,  G-1905,  G-1911, 
G— 1931,  G— 1936,  G-1943,  G-1952,  G-2059, 
G-2062  J 

Atlantic  Seaboard  Corp.  et  al. 

ORDER,  IN  PART  DENYING,  AND  IN  PART 
GRANTING,  APPLICATIONS  FOR  REHEARING 
AND  STAY,  AND  CONSOLIDATING  PROCEED¬ 
INGS  FOR  PURPOSE  OF  HEARING 

In  the  matters  of  Atlantic  Seaboard 
Corporation,  Docket  Nos.  G-1175,  G- 
1850;  Virginia  Gas  Transmission  Corpo¬ 
ration,  Docket  No.  G-1261;  Shenandoah 
Gas  Company,  Docket  No.  G-1448;  The 
Ohio  Fuel  Gas  Company,  Docket  Nos.  G- 
1787,  G-1911,  G-1931,  G-1936,  and  G- 
1943 ;  The  Manufacturers  Light  and  Heat 
Company,  Natural  Gas  Company  of  West 
Virginia  and  Home  Gas  Company,  Docket 
No.  G-1893;  Rockland  Light  and  Power 
Company,  Docket  No.  G-1901;  Central 
Kentucky  Natural  Gas  Company,  Docket 
No.  G-1905;  United  Fuel  Gas  Company, 
Docket  No.  G-1952;  The  Manufacturers 
Light  and  Heat  Company,  Natural  Gas 
Company  of  West  Virginia,  Cumberland 
and  Allegheny  Gas  Company  and  Home 
Gas  Company,  Docket  No.  G-2059;  At¬ 
lantic  Seaboard  Corporation  and  Vir¬ 
ginia  Gas  Transmission  Corporation, 
Docket  No.  G-2062. 

On  May  26,  1953,  Atlantic  Seaboard 
Corporation  (Atlantic  Seaboard),  Vir¬ 
ginia  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Virginia  Gas) ,  The  Ohio  Fuel  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (Ohio  Fuel  Gas),  The  Manufactur¬ 
ers  Light  and  Heat  Company  (Manu¬ 
facturers),  Natural  Gas  Company  of 
West  Virginia  (Natural  Gas),  Home 
Gas  Company  (Home),  Central  Ken¬ 
tucky  Natural  Gas  Company  (Central 
Kentucky)  and  United  Fuel  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (United  Fuel  Gas)  (hereinafter 
sometimes  referred  to  as  “Columbia 
Companies”),  filed  a  joint  application 
and  petition  for  reconsideration  and 
vacation,  in  certain  respects,  or,  in  the 
alternative,  for  rehearing  of  the  order 
Issued  on  May  1,  1953,  modifying  and 
affirming  as  modified  the  initial  decision 
of  the  Presiding  Examiner  filed  herein 
.on  March  5,  1953.  Columbia  Companies 


are  operating  subsidiaries  of  The  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gas  System,  Inc.  (Columbia  Sys¬ 
tem).  Columbia  Companies  further 
request  that  the  Commission,  pending 
action  on  the  said  joint  petition,  and 
pending  reconsideration  and  rehearing 
thereon,  stay  such  parts  of  its  order  as 
modify  said  initial  decision  or  any  part 
thereof. 

On  May  29,  1953,  The  Public  Utilities 
Commission  of  Ohio  (Ohio  Commission), 
an  intervener  herein,  filed  a  petition  and 
application  for  rehearing  with  respect 
to  the  order  issued  on  May  1,  1953,  re¬ 
questing  the  Commission  to  modify  said 
order  without  hearing,  and  to  adopt 
without  modification  the  order  contained 
in  said  initial  decision  of  the  Presiding 
Examiner  issued  on  March  5,  1953,  or, 
in  the  alternative,  to  grant  a  rehearing 
on  the  matters  and  issues  with  respect 
to  which  said  order  of  the  Commission 
modified  said  initial  decision.  The  Ohio 
Commisison  further  requests  that  the 
Commission,  pending  action  on  its  ap¬ 
plication,  stay  such  parts  of  said  order 
as  modify  said  initial  decision. 

On  June  1,  1953,  The  United  Gas  Im¬ 
provement  Company  (UGI)1  filed  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  reconsideration  and  vacation  of 
that  part  of  the  Commission’s  order  is¬ 
sued  on  May  1,  1953,  ■wherein  the  Com¬ 
mission  attached  to  the  exercise  of  the 
rights  granted  by  the  certificate  issued  to 
Manufacturers  a  condition  that  Manu¬ 
facturers  shall  not  use  the  facilities 
thereby  authorized  to  be  constructed,  in 
conjunction  with  its  existing  facilities  for 
the  transportation  and  delivery  of  vol¬ 
umes  of  natural  gas  in  excess  of  738,800 
Mcf  on  any  one  day  unless  and  until  the 
Commission,  by  further  order  so  author¬ 
izes,  and  further  requiring  Manufactur¬ 
ers,  within  90  days  from  the  issuance  of 
said  order  to  file  emergency  service  rules 
for  incorporation  in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
limiting  deliveries  to  each  customer 
served  under  such  tariff  to  maximum 
volumes  consistent  with  the  estimated 
maximum  day  requirements  of  such  cus¬ 
tomer  for  the  1952-1953  winter,  and 
providing,  in  addition,  a  uniform  cur¬ 
tailment  rule  to  be  applied  at  such  time 
as  Manufacturers  is  unable  to  deliver  gas 
on  any  one  day  in  the  volume  of  738,800 
Mcf.  UGI  also  requests,  in  the  alterna¬ 
tive,  that  the  Commission  grant  a  re¬ 
hearing  on  the  matters  and  issues  with 
respect  to  which  it  alleges  said  order 
should  be  modified,  and  stay  such  part  of 
said  order  as  is  complained  of  by  UGI. 

On  June  1,  1953,  there  was  submit¬ 
ted  for  filing  a  joint  application  by  The 
Cincinnati  Gas  &  Electric  Company,  The 
Union  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company, 
the  City  of  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  The 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Kentucky 
(Kentucky  Commission),  requesting 
modification  of  the  Commission’s  order 
issued  on  May  1,  1953,  to  eliminate 
therefrom  the  denial  of  the  application 


1  These  are :  the  former  Allentown-Bethle- 
hem  Gas  Company,  the  former  Consumers 
Gas  Company,  the  former  The  Harrisburg 
Gas  Company,  and  the  former  Lancaster 
County  Gas  Company,  which  have  been  con¬ 
solidated  and  merged  into  The  United  Gas 
Improvement  Company.  The  United  Gas 
Improvement  Company  has  been  substituted 
as  Intervener  for  the  foregoing  companies  in 
these  proceedings. 


for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  filed  by  Central  Kentucky 
in  Docket  No.  G-1905,  and  the  require¬ 
ment  that  the  Columbia  Companies  file 
emergency  service  rules  limiting  deliv¬ 
eries  of  natural  gas  to  each  customer 
served  under  their  tariffs,  or,  in  the  al¬ 
ternative,  a  rehearing  and  modification 
of  said  order  with  respect  to  those  mat¬ 
ters  which  said  petitioners  allege  should 
be  modified.  The  Kentucky  Commis¬ 
sion  concurred  in  said  petition  with  re¬ 
spect  to  modification  and  rehearing  of 
the  Commission’s  order  and  the' action 
taken  in  Docket  No.  G-1905.  Said  peti¬ 
tion  was  accepted  for  filing  as  the  peti¬ 
tion  of  the  Kentucky  Commission  only, 
since  said  Commission  is  the  only  peti¬ 
tioner  named  in  said  joint  petition 
which  was  a  party  to  these  proceedings 
as  an  intervener. 

By  the  foregoing  order,  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  among  other  things,  required  Home, 
pursuant  to  trie  provisions  of  section  7 
(a)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  to  establish 
physical  connection  of  its  transportation 
facilities  with  those  proposed  by  Rock¬ 
land  Light  and  Power  Company  (Rock¬ 
land)  and,  subject  to  certain  conditions, 
to  sell  and  deliver  to  Rockland  up  to,  but 
not  to  exceed  791  Mcf  per  day  of  natural 
gas  for  service  to  the  communities  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  served  by  Rockland;  and 
issued  to  Rockland  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  pursuant  to 
section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  author¬ 
izing  the  construction  and  operation  of 
the  facilities  required  for  such  service. 
The  Commission,  in  said  order,  also  de¬ 
nied  the  application  filed  by  Central 
Kentucky  in  Docket  No.  G-1905  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
and  operation  of  certain  loop  pipe-line 
facilities,  severed  the  proceeding  upon 
the  Amended  Application  filed  by  Shen¬ 
andoah  Gas  Company  (Shenandoah)  in 
Docket  No.  G-144  and  re-opened  the 
record  therein  for  further  hearing  at  a 
time  and  place  to  be  fixed  by  further 
order  of  the  Commission,  and,  as  to  the 
facilities  authorized  by  the  initial  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  Presiding  Examiner  and  by 
the  Commission  in  its  said  order  modify¬ 
ing  and  affirming  as  modified  said  initial 
decision,  attached  to  the  issuance  of  the 
certificates  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
and  operation  of  said  facilities,  a  condi¬ 
tion  requiring  each  of  the  Columbia 
Companies  to  which  such  certificates 
were  issued,  to  limit  the  use  of  the  facili¬ 
ties  so  authorized,  in  conjunction  with 
its  existing  integrated  pipe-line  facilities 
for  the  transportation  and  delivery  of 
volumes  of  natural  gas  not  in  excess  of 
the  volumes  specified  in  said  order,  and 
requiring  each  of  said  companies  to  file 
within  90  days  after  the  date  of  issuance 
of  said  order,  emergency  service  rules 
for  incorporation  into  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
limiting  deliveries  to  each  customer  of 
said  companies  and  providing  for  a  uni¬ 
form  curtailment  rule  to  be  applied  when 
curtailments  are  necessary.  Said  order 
issued  on  May  1.  1953,  in  other  respects, 
affirmed  the  initial  decision  of  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Examiner  issued  on  March  5, 1953. 

The  Columbia  Companies  and  the  Ohio 
Commisison  object  to  the  order  of  the 
Commission  which  holds  that  the  Pro* 
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siding  Examiner  erred  in  his  findings  and 
conclusions  in  Docket  No.  G-1901,  and  to 
the  requirement  that  Home  establish 
physical  connection  of  its  transportation 
facilities  with  the  proposed  facilities  of 
Rockland,  and  sell  natural  gas  to  Rock¬ 
land  ;  and  to  the  issuance  of  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  Rockland  to  construct  and 
operate  said  proposed  facilities. 

The  petition  of  the  Ohio  Commission 
fails  to  state  the  errors  upon  which  its 
conclusions  are  based  and  fails  to  allege 
with  any  particularity  wherein  the  facts 
of  record  or  the  law  applicable  thereto 
do  not  support  the  Commission’s  find¬ 
ings  and  order  with  respect  to  Rockland. 
We  regard  these  defects  as  constituting 
sufficient  non-compliance  w'ith  §  1.34  (a) 
and  (b)  as  to  justify  our  refusal  to  give 
consideration  to  the  petition  filed  by  the 
Ohio  Commission.  However,  we  have 
given  consideration  to  these  bare  allega¬ 
tions  in  disposing  of  the  general  issues 
presented. 

Columbia  Companies,  including  Home, 
contend  ( 1 )  that  Rockland  has  failed  to 
present  sufficient  evidence  to  sustain  its 
burden  of  proof  herein,  (2)  that  such 
failure  of  Rockland  to  support  its  burden 
of  proof  renders  the  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  violation  of  due  process  of  law, 
since  such  order  authorizes  the  taking  of 
a  part  of  Home’s  gas  supply  for  service  to 
Rockland  pursuant  to  an  inadequate 
showing  by  Rockland,  (3)  that  the  Com- 
qiission  has  no  power  or  jurisdiction 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  to  direct  Home 
to  sell  gas  in  a  new  area  not  now  served 
by  Rockland,  (4)  that  under  the  showing 
made  on  the  record,  the  Commission  can¬ 
not  properly  find  that  its  action  requir¬ 
ing  service  to  Rockland  by  Home  would 
not  impair  the  ability  of  Home  to  render 
adequate  service  to  its  existing  customers, 
(5)  that  the  Commission  cannot  grant 
itself  authority  under  circumstances  in 
which  the  Natural  Gas  Act  specifically 
withholds  authority  by  application  of  the 
maxim,  de  minimis  non  curat  lex,  (6) 
that  section  7  (a)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
when  construed  with  other  relevant  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  act,  protects  communities 
presently  served  by  a  natural-gas  com¬ 
pany  from  diversion,  to  new  markets,  of 
gas  needed  by  communities  presently 
served,  and  (7)  that  ^Ven  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  had  been  granted  authority  to  direct 
the  sale  of  gas  by  Home  to  Rockland,  on 
the  record  herein,  such  direction  is  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  and  should 
not  have  been  made. 

In  our  order  we  reviewed  the  evidence 
presented  by  Rockland  in  support  of  its 
application,  and  upon  the  basis  of  such 
evidence  found  that  the  proposed 
service  to  Rockland  is  necessary  and 
desirable  in  the  public  interest,  that  no 
enlargement  of  the  transportation  facili¬ 
ties  of  Home  are  shown  to  be  required 
for  such  service,  and  that  no  undue  bur¬ 
den  will  be  placed  upon  Home  nor  will 
any  impairment  of  Home’s  ability  to 
render  adequate  service  to  its  present 
customers  result  from  requiring  Home 
to  render  service  to  Rockland.  We 
found,  in  addition,  that  the  facilities 
Proposed  to  be  constructed  by  Rockland 
to  render  such  service  are  required  by 
toe  public  convenience  and  necessity. 


• 

These  findings  are  based  upon  substan¬ 
tial  evidence,  and  the  petition  of  the 
Columbia  Companies  and  Home  afford 
no  reasons  for  changing  our  findings 
heretofore  made.  In  making  our  find¬ 
ings  and  reaching  our  conclusions,  wre 
took  into  consideration  the  effect  of  the 
inability  of  Rockland’s  sole  witness  to 
furnish  details  respecting  certain  ex¬ 
hibits  upon  the  wreight  and  credibility 
of  his  testimony.  We  concluded  on  the 
basis  of  the  whole  record  that  there  is 
substantial  evidence  to  support  our  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  with  respect  to 
Rockland,  and  our  order  issued  accord¬ 
ingly.  We  believe  that  Rockland  has 
sustained  its  burden  of  proof  by  the 
evidence  presented  in  the  record,  and 
find  no  merit  in  the  contentions  of  the 
Columbia  and  Home  to  the  contrary. 

Columbia  Companies  contend  that  we 
are  without  power  or  jurisdiction  to  di¬ 
rect  Home  to  sell  gas  in  a  new  area  not 
now  served  by  Rockland.  We  do  not 
understand  this  contention  as  an  asser¬ 
tion  that  we  are  without  authority  to 
order  the  interconnection  of  facilities 
and  direct  the  sale  of  natural  gas  in  the 
circumstances  which  are  set  forth  in  sec¬ 
tion  7  (a)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  Such 
a  contention  would  be  plainly  without 
merit  in  view  of  the  clear  language  of 
that  section  which  grants ‘such  authority 
to  the  Commission.  Presumably,  the 
Columbia  Companies  and  Home  rely 
upon  the  proviso  contained  in  section 
7  (a)  which  states:  “Provided,  That  the 
Commission  shall  have  no  authority  to 
compel  the  enlargement  of  transporta¬ 
tion  facilities  for  such  purposes,  or  to 
compel  such  natural-gas  company  to  es¬ 
tablish  physical  connection  or  sell  nat¬ 
ural  gas  when  to  do  so  would  impair  its 
ability  to  render  adequate  service  to  its 
customers.” 

Thus,  the  argument  runs,  if  the  order 
requiring  Home  to  serve  Rockland  would 
result  in  impairment  of  Home’s  ability 
to  render  adequate  service  to  its  custom¬ 
ers,  authority  to  issue  such  order  is  with¬ 
held  by  the  statute.  An  examination  of 
the  contentions  in  support  of  this  posi¬ 
tion  reveals  that  the  Columbia  Com¬ 
panies  consider  “customers”,  as  that 
term  is  used  in  the  statute,  as  including 
customers  who  desire  to  convert  from 
other  fuels  to  gas  for  space  heating  in 
areas  served  by  distributing  companies 
which  procure  their  gas  supplies  from 
Home,  additional  industrial  customers  of 
such  distributing  companies,  and  any 
other  new  customers  of  such  distributing 
companies;  in  other  words,  not  only 
existing  domestic,  commercial,  and  in¬ 
dustrial  customers,  but  prospective  cus¬ 
tomers  in  these  classifications  as  well. 
In  our  order  we  discussed  this  conten¬ 
tion  and  pointed  out  that  in  our  view, 
Rockland  is  entitled  to  be  served  to  the 
same  extent  that  potential  customers  in 
areas  presently  served  by  the  Columbia 
Companies,  including  Home,  are  entitled 
to  natural-gas  service.  We  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  section  7  (a)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  is  intended  to  withhold  author¬ 
ity  to  require  the  rendition  of  natural- 
gas  service  to  Rockland  by  Home  merely 
because  to  do  so  might  preclude  the  ren¬ 
dition  of  service  to  potential  customers 
or  new  industrial  customers  of  distribut¬ 


ing  companies  obtaining  their  gas  sup¬ 
plies  from  Home.  We  do  not  understand 
the  word  “customers”  as  used  in  section 
7  (a)  of  the  act  to  include  not  only  those 
who  in  fact  have  that  status,  but  also 
any  who  in  the  future  might  acquire  it.* 

We  pointed  out  in  our  order  that  the 
additional  load  represented  by  Rock¬ 
land’s  proposed  project  would  exert  little, 
if  any,  effect  upon  the  pooled  gas  supply 
of  the  Columbia  Companies  from  which 
Home  is  supplied.  We  need  not  repeat 
here  the  bases  for  our  conclusions  in  this 
respect,  since  they  are  fully  stated  in  our 
order.  It  is  enough  to  state  that  the 
record  fully  supports  our  view  that  the 
ability  of  Home  to  continue  adequate 
service  to  its  existing  customers  will  re¬ 
main  unimpaired  when  service  to  Rock¬ 
land  is  provided.  On  this  aspect  of  the 
matter,  wTe  have  under  consideration  sub¬ 
stantially  similar  circumstances  as  ex¬ 
isted  In  the  Matters  of  Warwick  Gas 
Corporation,  et  al.,  Docket  Nos.  G-1476, 
et  al.,  October  2,  1952,  Rehearing  and 
Stay  Denied,  November  28,  1952  (Order 
issued  on  November  28.  1952) .  What  we 
said  in  our  order  denying  rehearing  in 
that  case  with  respect  to  the  relationship 
of  the  volumes  requested  to  the  total 
supplies  available  to  the  Columbia  Com¬ 
panies  has  equal  application  here. 

Columbia  Companies  contend  that  sec¬ 
tion  7  (a)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  when 
construed  with  other  relevant  sections, 
protects  communities  presently  served 
by  a  natural-gas  company  from  diversion, 
to  new  markets,  of  gas  needed  by  com¬ 
munities  presently  served.  We  do  not 
believe  that  it  was  intended  that  section 
7  (a)  of  the  act  may  not  be  invoked  so 
long  as  there  exist  in  such  communities 
potential  customers  not  yet  served.  The 
use  of  the  word  “customers”,  as  we  have 
stated,  makes  it  clear  that  the  protection 
of  the  statute  is  confined  to  existing  cus¬ 
tomers  in  communities  presently  served. 
Otherwise,  no  order  could  issue  pursuant 
to  section  7  (a)  of  the  act  as  long  as  it 
could  be  shewn  that  in  communities  pres¬ 
ently  served  there  existed  potential  cus¬ 
tomers,  the  attachment  of  which  might 
be  precluded  if  the  natural-gas  company 
serving  such  community  wrere  required  to 
render  service  to  another  community. 
Here,  we  have  found  that  the  service  to 
Rockland  will  not  impair  service  to  other 
customers  of  Home  and  we  are,  therefore, 
unable  to  perceive  wherein  our  order 
wrould  serve  to  withhold  the  protection  to 
communities  presently  served  which  the 
Columbia  Companies  and  Home  contend 
the  act  affords. 

We  do  not  believe  that  our  direction  to 
Home  requiring  service  to  Rockland  is 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  as  con¬ 
tended  by  the  Columbia  Companies  and 
Home.  As  we  stated  in  our  order,  such 
service  is  necessary  and  desirable  in  the 
public  interest,  a  finding  which  is  fully 
supported  by  the  record  in  these  pro¬ 
ceedings.  The  nature  of  the  service  pro¬ 
posed  by  Rockland,  as  well  as  the  num¬ 
ber  of  persons  which  will  benefit  from 
such  service  justify  our  conclusion  that 
it  is  necessary  and  desirable  in  the  pub- 


2  See,  e.  g.,  Order  Denying  Application  for 
Rehearing  and  Stay,  In  the  Matters  of  War¬ 
wick  Gas  Corporation  et  al.,  Dockets  Nos. 
G-1476,  et  al.  Issued  November  28,  1952. 
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lie  interest  to  order  Home  to  furnish  gas 
to  Rockland.  It  may  be  noted,  also,  that 
a  similar  conclusion  was  reached  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  the  State 
of  New  York,  as  we  pointed  out  in  our 
order. 

We  affirm  our  prior  finding  and  deter¬ 
mination  that  it  is  necessary  and  desir¬ 
able  in  the  public  interest  to  order  the 
interconnections  sought  by  Rockland, 
and  that  thereby  no  undue  burden  will  be 
placed  on  Home,  no  enlargement  of  its 
transportation  facilities  will  be  com¬ 
pelled,  and  no  impairment  of  its  ability 
to  render  adequate  service  to  its  existing 
customers  will  result.  Wfe  also  affirm 
our  prior  finding  that  the  facilities  which 
Rockland  seeks  authority  to  construct 
and  operate  to  provide  the  new  service  in 
the  Warwick  area  are  required  by  the 
presently  existing  public  convenience  and 
necessity  and  a  certificate  therefor  should 
issue  upon  the  conditions  provided  in  our 
order  issued  on  May  1,  1953. 

The  Columbia  Companies  and  the 
Ohio  Commission  have  objected  to  our 
order  in  so  far  as  it  modifies  the  initial 
decision  with  respect  to  the  application 
of  Shenandoah,  and  requires  that  the 
record  in  Docket  No.  G-1448  upon  such 
application  be  reopened  for  further 
hearing.  The  application  for  rehearing 
by  the  Ohio  Commission  contains  no 
particulars  to  support  its  statements 
that  such  order,  as  to  Docket  No.  G-1448 
is  arbitrary  and  unreasonable,  and  can¬ 
not  be  supported  in  the  light  of  the  facts 
of  record  and  the  law  applicable  there¬ 
to.  The  petition  of  the  Columbia  Com¬ 
panies  points  out  that  the  Presiding  Ex¬ 
aminer  has  held  that  to  require  the  serv¬ 
ice  requested  by  Shenandoah  would 
necessitate  enlarging  the  facilities  of 
Virginia  Gas,  and  that  a  heavy  indus¬ 
trial  load  would  be  required  to  make 
Shenandoah’s  project  feasible.  In  our 
order  we  took  note  of  the  latter  conten¬ 
tion,  and  in  support  of  our  conclusions 
with  respect  to  Shenandoah's  applica¬ 
tion,  we  found  that  the  present  record 
does  not  support  and  justify  Shenan¬ 
doah’s  request  for  service  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  Gas.  However,  we  found  that  the 
deficiencies  in  the  present  record  may 
be  remedied  upon  further  hearing,  and 
accordingly  concluded  that  it  would  be 
appropriate  and  consistent  with  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  sever  the  proceedings  in 
Docket  No.  G-1448  and  hold  the  record 
open  for  further  hearing.  Columbia 
Companies  urge  that  the  application  of 
Shenandoah  should  be  denied  and  sug¬ 
gest  that  there  is  nothing  to  prevent 
Shenandoah’s  making  a  new  applica¬ 
tion  at  any  time  when  the  circum¬ 
stances  are  such  as  to  make  such  appli¬ 
cation  appropriate.  We  believe  that 
reasonable  procedure  requires  that  we 
hold  the  record  upon  Shenandoah’s 
application  open  for  further  proceedings 
rather  than  to  deny  such  application  and 
require  that  Shenandoah  retread  the  var¬ 
ious  procedural  steps  incident  to  the 
filing  of  a  new  application  and  we  so 
find.  Accordingly,  we  affirm  our  prior 
determination  and  order  with  respect  to 
Shenandoah. 

The  Ohio  Commission,  the  Kentucky 
Commission  and  the  Columbia  Compa¬ 
nies  contend  that  our  order  denying  the 
application  of  Central  Kentucky  in 


Docket  No.  G-1905  was  erroneous  and 
that  the  initial  decision  of  the  Presiding 
Examiner  should  be  allowed  to  stand  in 
so  far  as  it  grants  the  certificate  re¬ 
quested  by  Central  Kentucky. 

We  do  not  believe  that  we  have  mis¬ 
construed  the  purpose  of  such  applica¬ 
tion  by  Central  Kentucky  as  suggested 
by  the  Columbia  Companies,  nor  has  it 
been  made  to  appear  by  any  of  the  alle¬ 
gations  contained  in  the  petitions  for 
rehearing  that  our  denial  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  is  not  fully  supported  by  the  record 
herein. 

However,  it  is  earnestly  contended  by 
the  Columbia  Companies  that  the*addi- 
tional  capacity  to  be  provided  by  the 
facilities  proposed  to  be  constructed  by 
Central  Kentucky  will  be  required  for 
the  delivery  of  gas  that  will  be  available 
in  the  1953-54  winter  season.  It  is  urged 
that  Central  Kentucky  should  not  be 
required  to  go  through  the  procedural 
processes  incident  to  the  filing  of  a  new 
application  for  these  facilities.  Here,  as 
in  the  case  of  Shenandoah,  we  have  no 
desire  to  foreclose  Central  Kentucky 
from  making  a  showing  with  respect  to 
circumstances  which  have  changed  since 
the  record  in  these  proceedings  was 
closed,  or  to  delay  the  opportunity  for 
making  such  showing  by  a  requirement 
that  a  new  application  be  filed.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  we  deem  it  appropriate  in  the  in¬ 
terests  of  orderly  procedure  that  the 
request  for  rehearing  upon  the  applica¬ 
tion  filed  by  Central  Kentucky  in  Docket 
No.  G-1905  be  granted  to  permit  presen¬ 
tation  of  any  new  or  additional  evidence 
upon  the  issue  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
facilities  which  may  have  arisen  since 
the  hearing  in  these  proceedings  was 
concluded.  Our  action  in  granting  a  re¬ 
hearing  accords  with  the  requests  con¬ 
tained  in  the  petitions  filed  by  the  Ohio 
Commission  and  the  Kentucky  Commis¬ 
sion  and  renders  unnecessary  further 
discussion  with  respect  to  the  allegations 
set  forth  therein. 

The  Columbia  Companies,  UGI,  the 
Ohio  Commission,  and  the  Kentucky 
Commission  contend  that  the  portion  of 
our  order  set  out  in  Paragraph  <B> ,  Sub- 
paragraph  (v),  wherein  we  modified  the 
initial  decision  of  the  Presiding  Exam¬ 
iner  by  attaching  to  each  certificate 
issued  to  the  Columbia  Companies  a 
condition  limiting  maximum  volumes  to 
be  transported  and  delivered  by  means  of 
the  facilities  thereby  authorized,  in  con¬ 
junction  with  existing  facilities,  to  spe¬ 
cific  volumes  for  each  such  company,  and 
requiring  the  filing  of  emergency  service 
rules  and  a  uniform  curtailment  rule  is 
erroneous. 

The  position  of  the  Columbia  Com¬ 
panies  may  be  summarized  by  the  follow¬ 
ing  statement  contained  in  their  joint 
petition :  “The  Columbia  Companies  urge 
that  the  Commission  reconsider  and 
rescind  its  action  in  adopting  said  sub- 
paragraph.  The  Columbia  Companies’ 
objections  thereto  are  based  not  only  on 
the  ground  that  the  Commission,  as  a 
matter  of  substantive  and  constitutional 
law,  cannot  properly  take  said  action, 
but  also  on  the  further  ground  that,  even 
if  the  Commission  had  authority  and 
jurisdiction  to  issue  an  order  of  this 
kind,  it  cannot  be  entered  on  the  basis 


of  the  record  In  this  proceeding  without 
a  violation  of  procedural  due  process, 
and  also  for  the  reason  that,  as  a  matter 
of  practical  operation,  the  enforcement 
of  such  order  would  necessarily  detract 
from  the  effective  distribution  of  avail¬ 
able  supplies  of  gas  and  would  be  highly 
detrimental  to  the  public  interest  and 
welfare.’’ 

In  support  of  these  allegations,  the  Co¬ 
lumbia  Companies  point  out  that  the 
Columbia  Gas  System  as  a  whole  con¬ 
stitutes  a  large  grid  or  network  operation 
wherein  the  greater  part  of  the  sales  are 
sales  in  local  distribution  subject  to  state 
authority.  It  is  alleged  that  in  these 
circumstances,  both  from  a  legal  and 
from  a  practical  standpoint  an  approach 
to  the  allotment  of  gas  supplies  which 
might  be  appropriate  in  dealing  with  a 
pipe  line  situation  might  be  neither  ap¬ 
propriate,  feasible,  nor  proper  in  dealing 
with  a  grid  or  network  wherein  local  sales 
predominate.  The  principal  ground  for 
such  a  contention  appears  to  be  that  the 
Columbia  Companies  are  charged  with  a 
“public  utility  obligation”  in  connection 
with  the  distribution  of  gas  under  the 
regulation  of  local  authorities  which 
extends  to  all  “customers”  in  the  com¬ 
munities  it  undertakes  to  serve,  whether 
the  “customers”  have  already  been  at¬ 
tached  or  are  applying  for  service.  The 
limitations  imposed  in  our  order,  there¬ 
fore,  according  to  the  Columbia  Compa¬ 
nies,  would  result  in  regulation  and 
control  of  deliveries  of  gas  not  subject  to 
our  jurisdiction,  since  over-all  limita¬ 
tions  imposed  upon  their  wholesale  cus¬ 
tomers  would  necessitate  limitations 
upon  the  remaining  deliveries,  i.  e.,  those 
made  in  retail  markets. 

Were  this  the  only  ground  for  rehear¬ 
ing  contained  in  the  petition  of  the  Co¬ 
lumbia  Companies,  we  would  be  con¬ 
strained  to  deny  their  joint  petition  for 
rehearing.  Our  order  makes  it  clear 
that  the  condition  with  respect  to  trans¬ 
portation  and  delivery  of  limited  quanti¬ 
ties  of  gas,  and  the  filing  of  emergency 
service  rules  and  a  uniform  curtailment 
rule,  is  confined  to  the  service  and  facili¬ 
ties  subject  to  our  jurisdiction.  The  ex¬ 
cess  capacity  which  would  be  provided 
by  the  integration  of  the  proposed  facil¬ 
ities  with  the  existing  systems  of  the 
Columbia  Companies,  considered  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  anticipated  shortages 
in  gas  supplies  available  to  these  com¬ 
panies  require  that  we  act  within  the 
area  of  the  authority  granted  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  to  limit  the  use  of  the 
facilities  which  we  authorize  in  such  a 
way  as  to  remove  any  inducement  to 
allow  market  growth  which  would  be 
discriminatory  as  between  communities 
to  be  served  or  upon  the  basis  of  capacity 
rather  than  available  gas  supplies.  We 
believe  our  action  to  be  appropriate  for 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act,  and  within  the  authority 
granted  under  the  provisions  of  section 
7  (e)  of  the  act.  Such  action  leaves  to 
appropriate  local  authorities  no  less 
control,  within  the  periphery  of  their 
jurisdiction,  than  would  prevail  in  the 
absence  of  such  action. 

But  we  find  it  unnecessary  to  discuss 
these  and  other  allegations  addressed  to 
the  substance  of  our  order  which  are 
urged  by  the  Columbia  Companies  and 
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the  other  petitioners,  in  view  of  the  pro¬ 
cedural  question  which  is  raised  by  the 
Columbia  Companies,  They  allege  that 
a  rehearing  should  be  granted  upon  the 
ground,  among  others,  that  no  adequate 

I  notice  was  given  of  any  proposal  to  im¬ 
pose  restrictions  and  service  rules,  so 
that  many  customers,  both  wholesale 
and  retail,  received  no  notice  of  any 
proposed  limitations  and  restrictions 
j  which  might  affect  their  rights  and 
|  interests. 

An  examination  of  our  order  consoli- 
j  dating  these  proceedings  and  fixing  date 
of  hearing  will  show  that  we  pointed  out 
specifically  that  the  proposals  of  the  Co¬ 
lumbia  Companies  would  increase  the 
present  capacities  «f  their  systems  and 
that  there  were  involved  in  each  of  the 
proceedings  common  questions  of  law 
and  fact  with  respect  to  the  pooled  gas 
supply  of  the  Columbia  Gas  System 
available  to  the  various  companies  in  the 
System  to  meet  their  gas  requirements. 
We  are  of  the  opinion  that  notice  of  the 
existence  of  these  questions  which  are 
inherent  in  the  various  applications  filed 
by  the  Columbia  Companies,  provides 
adequate  notice  to  all  who  are  interested 
in  obtaining  gas  supplies  from  the  pooled 
supply  of  the  Columbia  Companies  that 
the  record  would  include  a  showing  with 
respect  to  the  adequacy  of  gas  supplies 
and  that  any  determination  made  on  the 
basis  of  such  record  would  necessarily 
Include  appropriate  conditions  in  the 
light  of  such  showing.  Nor  are  we  per¬ 
suaded  that  the  practical  effect  of  our 
order  would  be  to  create  the  complexities 
of  operation  or  interference  with  state 
control  which  the  Columbia  Companies 
contend  will  result  therefrom. 

We  recognize,  however,  as  is  pointed 
out  by  UGI,  that  in  these  proceedings  we 
do  not  have  before  us  all  of  the  subsidi¬ 
aries  of  Columbia  System,  and  that  the 
ceilings  imposed  by  our  order  do  not 
limit  or  restrict  the  transportation  and 
delivery  of  natural  gas  by  such  sub¬ 
sidiaries  as  are  not  granted  a  certificate 
herein. 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  rehear¬ 
ing  requested  by  the  Columbia  Compa¬ 
nies,  the  Ohio  Commission,  the  Kentucky 
Commission  and  UGI  should  be  granted 
in  order  to  permit  the  presentation  of 
such  facts  with  respect  to  the  present  gas 
supplies  available  to  the  Columbia  Com¬ 
panies  and  their  adequacy  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  such  companies  as  may 
presently  exist. 

Our  review  of  the  record  in  these  pro¬ 
ceedings  reveals  that  increasing  defi¬ 
ciencies  in  gas  supplies  available  to  the 
Columbia  Companies  may  be  anticipated 
if  the  estimates  shown  in  the  record 
Prove  accurate.  We  deem  it  proper, 
therefore,  to  give  appropriate  considera¬ 
tion  in  the  rehearing  to  the  desirability 
of  imposing  limitations  upon  maximum 
volumes  which  may  toe  transported  and 
delivered  by  means  of  the  facilities  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Columbia  Companies,  in 
conjunction  with  their  existing  facilities, 
and  requiring  the  incorporation  in  the 
existing  FPC  Gas  Tariff  of  such  com¬ 
panies  of  just  and  reasonable  service 
rules  and  regulations  and  curtailment 
rules  in  connection  therewith,  in  the 
event  that  the  evidence  discloses  that 
lhe  gas  supply  available  to  the  Columbia 
No.  129 - 3 


Companies  is  or  will  be  inadequate  to 
satisfy  all  the  requirements  of  customers 
served  by  such  companies. 

We  deem  it  appropriate  to  order  that 
the  presentation  of  evidence  at  the  re¬ 
hearing  which  we  hereinafter  grant 
should  relate,  in  addition  to  the  other 
issues  presented  by  the  various  applica¬ 
tions  to  be  reheard,  to  the  issue  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  necessity,  if  any,  for  the 
imposition  of  the  restrictions  on  service. 

On  September  12,  1952,  Atlantic  Sea¬ 
board  and  Virginia  Gas  filed  a  joint  ap¬ 
plication,  which  was  supplemented  on 
December  11,  1952,  and  amended  on 
February  26,  1953,  in  Docket  No.  G-2062, 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  authorizing  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  approximately 
29.7  miles  of  26-inch  loop  pipe  line  par¬ 
alleling  three  sections  of  Atlantic  Sea¬ 
board’s  existing  Cobb-Rockville  pipe  line; 
a  compressor  station  to  be  known  as 
Cleveland  Compressor  Station,  consisting 
of  six  1,100  horsepower  compressor  units ; 
and  the  increase,  by  supercharging  exist¬ 
ing  units  and  installing  new  units  at 
Atlantic  Seaboard's  existing  Lost  River 
Compressor  Station,  of  4,200  horsepower 
in  compressor  facilities.  The  estimated 
capital  cost  of  the  proposed  facilities  is 
approximately  $6,631,847.  Said  proposed 
facilities  would  increase  the  capacity  of 
existing  facilities  by  approximately 
70,200  Mcf  of  natural  gas  on  a  peak  day, 
and  at  a  48  percent  load  factor,  deliver 
annual  additional  volumes  of  natural  gas 
of  approximately  12,299,040  Mcf. 

On  September  12, 1952,  Manufacturers, 
Natural  Gas,  Cumberland  and  Allegheny 
Gas  Company,3  and  Home  filed  a  joint 
application  in  Docket  No.  G-2059  for 
certificates  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  authorizing  said  com¬ 
panies  to  construct  and  operate  certain 
transmission  facilities  and  for  an  order 
authorizing  and  approving  the  abandon¬ 
ment  and  retirement  of  certain  facilities, 
constituting  an  aggregate  of  41  separate 
jobs.  The  total  net  construction  cost  of 
the  overall  project  involved  in  said  joint 
application  is  approximately  $11,140,147. 

It  appears  that  the  construction  and 
operation  of  the  facilities  proposed  by 
said  applicants  would,  in  general,  pro¬ 
vide  additional  capacity  in  each  of  the 
systems  concerned. 

In  the  event  the  record  on  the  rehear¬ 
ing  shows  that  the  gas  supplies  available 
to  the  Columbia  Companies  are,  or  will 
be,  inadequate  to  satisfy  all  the  require¬ 
ments  of  customers  served  by  those  com¬ 
panies,  a  common  question  of  law  and 
fact  with  respect  to  the  adequacy  of  the 
gas  supplies  to  be  utilized  by  the  facilities 
proposed  in  Docket  Nos.  G-2059  and 
G-2062  will  exist.  In  view  of  the  close 
relationship  of  such  question  to  the  is¬ 
sues  which  are  presented  by  the  proceed¬ 
ings  which  are  to  be  reheard,  we  deem 
it  appropriate  for  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the 


*  On  March  23,  1953,  we  issued  an  order  In 
Docket  No.  G-2060,  issuing  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
Manufacturers  to  acquire  and  operate  the 
facilities  of  Cumberland  and  Allegheny  Gaa 
Company,  a  subsidiary  of  Columbia  System. 


proceedings  in  Docket  Nos.  G-2059  and 
G-2062  be  consolidated  for  purpose  of 
hearing  with  the  proceedings  herein  as 
to  which  we  shall  order  rehearing. 

The  Commission  further  finds : 

(1)  The  assignment  of  error  and 
grounds  for  rehearing  set  out  in  the  joint 
application  and  petition  of  Columbia 
Companies  for  reconsideration  and  vaca¬ 
tion,  or,  in  the  alternative,  for  rehearing 
of  the  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos.  G-1901 
and  G-1448  do  not  raise  any  questions 
of  fact  or  law  not  fully  considered  by  the 
Commission  prior  to  the  issuance  of  its 
order  modifying  and  affirming  as  mod¬ 
ified  the  initial  decision  of  the  Presiding 
Examiner  herein,  or  which,  having  now 
been  considered,  warrant  further  hear¬ 
ing,  modification,  or  revocation  of  said 
order. 

(2)  Good  cause  has  not  been  shown  to 
exist  by  Columbia  Companies  to  warrant 
a  stay  of  the  order  of  the  Commission 
with  respect  to  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
Nos.  G-1901  and  G-1448,  issued  on  May 
1,  1953,  and  such  application  for  a  stay 
should  be  denied. 

(3)  The  assignment  of  error  and 
grounds  for  rehearing  set  out  in  the  peti¬ 
tion  in  application  for  rehearing  filed  by 
the  Ohio  Commission  for  modification  of 
the  order  of  the  Commission  issued  on 
May  1, 1953,  and  adoption,  without  modi¬ 
fication,  of  the  initial  decision  of  the 
Presiding  Examiner  issued  on  March  5, 
1953,  so  far  as  said  order  and  decision 
pertain  to  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
Nos.  G-1901  and  G-1448,  or,  in  the  alter¬ 
native,  for  rehearing  in  said  proceedings, 
do  not  raise  any  questions  of  fact  or  law 
not  fully  considered  by  the  Commission 
prior  to  the  issuance  of  its  order  modi¬ 
fying  and  affirming  as  modified  said 
initial  decision,  or  which,  having  now 
been  considered,  warrant  further  hear¬ 
ing,  modification,  or  revocation  of  said 
order. 

(4)  No  good  cause  has  been  shown  to 
exist  by  the  Ohio  Commission  to  war¬ 
rant  a  stay  of  the  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  writh  respect  to  the  proceedings 
in  Docket  Nos.  G-3901  and  G-1448, 
issued  on  May  1,  1953,  and  such  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  stay  should  be  denied. 

(5)  Good  cause  exists  and  it  is  appro¬ 
priate  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  to  grant  a  rehear¬ 
ing  in  the  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos. 
G-1850,  G-1787,  G-1911,  G-1931,  G-1936. 
G-1943,  G-1893,  G-1905,  and  G-1952, 
upon  the  matters  involved  and  the 
issues  presented  by  the  applications,  and 
any  supplements  or  amendments  thereto 
filed  in  said  proceedings,  and  upon  any 
other  matters  or  issues  presented  by  such 
applications,  supplements  or  amend¬ 
ments  and  to  hold  a  further  public  hear¬ 
ing  thereon  at  a  date  and  place  to  be 
fixed  by  further  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

(6)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4, 
5,  and  7,  thereof,  that  such  further 
hearings  shall,  in  addition  to  the  pur¬ 
poses  set  forth  in  item  (5),  above,  be 
held  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
whether  the  gas  supplies  available  to  the 
Columbia,  Companies  during  the  winter 
of  1953-1954,  and  thereafter,  will  be  ade¬ 
quate  to  satisfy  all  the  requirements  of 
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customers  dependent  in  whole  or  in  part 
upon  the  pooled  gas  supply  of  such  com¬ 
panies  for  their  supply  of  natural  gas, 
and  the  just  and  reasonable  limitations 
upon  transportation  and  deliveries  of 
natural  gas  by  means  of  the  authorized 
facilities  of  each  of  the  Columbia  Com¬ 
panies,  as  well  as  the  just  and  reasonable 
service  rules  and  regulations,  which 
should  be  made  applicable  to  such  trans¬ 
portation  and  deliveries  in  the  event  the 
evidence  discloses  that  the  gas  supplies 
of  the  Columbia  Companies  will  be  in¬ 
adequate  to  satisfy  such  requirements. 

(7)  It  is  appropriate  for  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
and  good  cause  exists  for  consolidating 
the  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos.  G-2059 
and  G-2062  with  the  proceedings  here¬ 
inbefore  designated  in  item  (5),  above, 
for  purpose  of  hearing  upon  the  matters 
involved  and  the  issues  presented  by  the 
applications  as  supplemented  or 
amended  in  Docket  Nos.  G-2059  and  G- 
2062,  as  well  as  upon  the  issues  herein¬ 
before  set  forth  in  item  (6),  above. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  applications  and  petitions  for 
reconsideration,  modification,  and  vaca¬ 
tion,  or,  in  the  alternative,  for  rehearing 
of  the  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos.  G-1901 
and  G-1448,  and  applications  for  stay 
filed  by  the  Columbia  Companies  on  May 
26, 1953,  and  by  The  Public  Utilities  Com¬ 
mission  of  Ohio  on  May  29,  1953,  be  and 
they  hereby  are  denied. 

<B>  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  Part  1),  a  rehearing 
be  and  the  same  hereby  is  granted  with 
respect  to  the  Commission’s  order  herein 
issued  on  May  1,  1953,  so  far  as  it  per¬ 
tains  to  the  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos. 
G-1850,  G-1787,  G-1911,  G-1931,  G-1936, 
G-1943,  G-1893,  G-1905,  and  G-1952, 
the  record  in  said  proceedings  be  and 
the  same  hereby  is  reopened,  and  a 
further  public  hearing  thereon  be  held 
at  a  time  and  place  to  be  fixed  by  further 
order  of  the  Commission. 

(C)  The  aforesaid  proceedings  in 
Docket  Nos.  G-2059  and  G-2062  be  and 
the  same  hereby  are  consolidated  with 
the  proceedings  enumerated  in  Para¬ 
graph  (B)  hereof,  for  purpose  of  hear¬ 
ing. 

(D)  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  4,  5.  and  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
among  the  issues  appropriate  for  con¬ 
sideration  at  such  rehearing,  and  upon 
which  pertinent  evidence  shall  be  re¬ 
ceived,  are  the  following  issues: 

(1)  Whether  the  gas  supplies  avail¬ 
able  to  the  operating  subsidiaries  of  The 
Columbia  Gas  System,  Inc.,  during  the 
winter  season  of  1953-54,  and  there¬ 
after,  will  be  adequate  to  satisfy  all  the 
requirements  of  customers  dependent  in 
whole  or  in  part  upon  the  pooled  gas  sup¬ 
ply  of  such  companies  for  their  supply 
of  natural  gas,  and 

<2)  The  just  and  reasonable  limita¬ 
tions  upon  transportation  and  deliveries 
of  natural  gas  by  means  of  the  author¬ 
ized  facilities  of  each  of  the  Columbia 
Companies,  as  well  as  the  just  and  rea- 
,  sonable  service  rules  and  regulations, 


which  should  be  made  applicable  to  such 
transportation  and  deliveries  in  the 
event  the  evidence  discloses  that  the  gas 
supplies  of  said  operating  subsidiaries 
will  be  inadequate  to  satisfy  such  re¬ 
quirements. 

(E)  Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene 
in  the  proceedings  at  such  rehearing 
may  be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in 
accordance  with  the  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  the  20th  day  of  July  1953. 

Adopted:  June  25,  1953, 

Issued:  June  26,  1953. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5852;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 

8:49  a.  m.[ 


(Docket  No.  G-1618] 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  ORDER  AMENDING  ORDER  ISSUING 
CERTIFICATE  OF  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE  AND 
NECESSITY 

June  26,  1953. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  June  25, 
1953,  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
issued  its  order  adopted  June  23,  1953, 
further  amending  order  (17  F.  R.  5919) 
issuing  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  in  the  above-entitled 
matter. 

[seal]  J.  H.  Gutride, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5853;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-1907] 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  ORDER  AMENDING  ORDER  ISSUING 
CERTIFICATE  OF  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE  AND 
.  NECESSITY 

June  26,  1953. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  June 
25,  1953,  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
issued  its  order  adopted  June  23,  1953, 
amending  order  (18  F.  R.  2773)  issuing 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  in  the  above -entitled  matter. 

[seal]  J.  H.  Gutride, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5854;  Filed.  July  2,  1953; 
8:49  a.  xn.J 


[Docket  No.  G-1915] 

South  Georgia  Natural  Gas  Co. 

ORDER  GRANTING  REHEARING 

On  June  2, 1953,  South  Georgia  Natural 
Gas  Company  (Applicant),  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  rehearing  of  the  order  of 
the  Commission  issued  May  4, 1953,  deny¬ 
ing  its  application  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity. 

Applicant  makes  27  assignments  of 
error.  Additionally,  Applicant  requests 
rehearing  because  of  the  following  mat¬ 


ters  which  have  arisen  since  the  hearing 
and  decision  in  this  matter: 

(1)  Revised  market  estimates  for  the 
City  of  Albany,  Georgia. 

(2)  Power  plant  sales  to  Tallahassee, 
Florida,  and  Thomasville,  Georgia,  to  be 
included  in  the  gas  requirements  of  the 
municipal  distribution  systems. 

(3)  Reduction  in  estimated  volume  of 
direct  sale  to  Merck  &  Company. 

(4)  Accelerated  depreciation  certifi¬ 
cate  for  federal  income  tax  purposes. 

(5)  Change  in  operating  forecasts  due 
to  change  in  the  form  of  the  rate  sched¬ 
ule  under  which  Applicant  proposes  to 
purchase  gas  from  Southern  Natural  Gas 
Company. 

(6 )  Reduction  in  Applicant’s  proposed 
resale  rate" level  from  $3.00  to  $2.40  per 
Mcf  per  month  of  billing  demand.  Re¬ 
duction  in  Applicant’s  straight  resale 
rate  from  60  cents  per  Mcf  to  45  cents 
per  Mcf. 

(7)  New  studies  on  the  economic  fea¬ 
sibility  of  the  proposed  municipal  distri¬ 
bution  systems. 

No  useful  purpose  would  be  served  in 
dealing  with  the  assignments  of  error, 
since  Applicant  requests  rehearing  be¬ 
cause  of  the  additional  facts  hereinbefore 
enumerated,  all  of  which  may  change  the 
basic  facts  on  which  the  order  of  May  4, 
1953  herein  was  issued. 

The  Commission  finds :  It  would  be  in 
the  public  interest  and  it  is  necessary  and 
appropriate  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  to  grant  rehear¬ 
ing  in  this  proceeding  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  application  for  rehearing 
filed  by  Applicant  on  June  2,  1953,  be 
and  the  same  is  hereby  granted  to  the 
extent  that  the  record  in  this  proceeding 
may  be  modified  by  the  matters  arising 
since  the  hearing  and  decision  herein, 
as  hereinbefore  enumerated. 

(B)  The  date  and  place  for  further 
hearing  shall  be  fixed  by  further  order 
of  the  Commission. 

Adopted:  June  25,  1953. 

Issued:  June  29,  1953. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5848;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 

8:48  a.  m.J 


[Docket  No.  G-1928J 
Permian  Basin  Pipeline  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  EXTENSION  OF  TIME  FOR  FILING 
PLAN 

June  26,  1953. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  motion  filed 
June  25,  1953,  for  extension  of  time  for 
filing  by  Permian  Basin  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany  of  a  definite  plan  of  financing  and 
related  data: 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  to  and  including  August  3, 
1953,  is  granted  for  filing  by  Permian  a 
definite  plan  of  financing  with  definite 
commitments  and  undertakings  as  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Commission’s  order  issued 
May  1,  1953,  in  the  above  designated 


Friday,  July  3,  1953 
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matter.  Paragraph  (C)  (5)  of  said  or¬ 
der  is  accordingly  amended. 

[SEAL]  J.  H.  Gutride, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  53-5847;  Piled,  July  2,  1953; 
8:47  a.  m.J 


[Docket  Nos.  G-1966,  G-2175] 

Home  Gas  Co. 

ORDER  CONSOLIDATING  PROCEEDINGS.  PRO¬ 
VIDING  FOR  HEARING,  AND  SPECIFYING 

PROCEDURE 

By  order  Issued  June  10,  1953,  in 
Docket  No.  G-1966.  the  Commission  di¬ 
rected  that  a  public  hearing  he  held 
commencing  August  17,  1953,  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  rates,  charges,  clas¬ 
sifications,  and  services  of  Home  Gas 
Company’s  (Home)  FPC  Gas  Tariff ,  First 
Revised  Volume  No.  1,  as  amended  by 
First  Revised  Sheets  Nos.  7,  10,  20,  21, 
and  22  and  Original  Sheet  No.  8,  and  the 
rules,  regulations,  practices,  and  con¬ 
tracts  relating  to  said  tariff  as  amended, 
which  became  effective  under  bond  as  of 
November  1,  1952. 

By  order  issued  May  22, 1953,  in  Docket 
No.  G-2175,  the  Commission  suspended 
the  operation  of  Home’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Second  Revised  Volume,  No.  1,  filed  April 
24,  1953,  until  October  25,  1953,  unless 
otherwise  ordered  by  the  Commission, 
whereby  Home  proposed  to  supersede  its 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised  Volume  No. 
1,  and  to  further  increase  the  rates  and 
charges  reflected  in  said  First  Revised 
Volume  No.  1  by  about  $286,588  annually, 
based  on  estimated  sales  for  a  12-month 
period  ending  April  30, 1954. 

The  Commission  finds :  It  is  necessary 
and  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act,  and  good  cause  exists,  to 
consolidate  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
No.  G-1966  and  G-2175  for  purpose  of 
hearing,  and  to  order-  that  a  hearing  be 
held  as  hereinafter  provided  and  or¬ 
dered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos. 
G-1966  and  G-2175  be  and  the  same 
hereby  are  consolidated  for  the  purpose 
of  hearing. 

<B  >  The  public  hearing  which  is  to 
be  held  commencing  August  17,  1953, 
shall  also  concern  the  lawfulness  of  the 
rates,  charges,  classifications,  and  serv¬ 
ices  of  Home’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Second 
Revised  Volume  No.  1,  and  the  rules,  reg¬ 
ulations,  practices,  and  contracts  relat¬ 
ing  to  said  tariff. 

<C)  The  provisions  of  Paragraphs 

(B),  (C),  and  (D)  of  the  order  issued 
June  10,  1953,  in  Docket  No.  G-1966. 
shall  be  applicable  to  the  consolidated 
hearings  in  Docket  Nos.  G-1966  and 
G-2165  herein  ordered. 

,  Adopted:  June  25,  1953. 

Issued:  June  29,  1953. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuqua y. 

Secretary. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  53-5849;  Filed,  July  2.  1953; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Noe.  G-1967,  0-2176] 

Manufacturers  Light  and  Heat  Co. 

ORDER  CONSOLIDATING  PROCEEDINGS,  PRO¬ 
VIDING  FOR  HEARING,  AND  SPECIFYING 

PROCEDURE 

By  order  issued  June  10, 1953,  in  Docket 
No.  G-1967,  the  Commission  directed 
that  a  public  hearing  be  held  commenc¬ 
ing  August  3,  1953,  concerning  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  rates,  charges,  classifica¬ 
tions,  and  services  of  The  Manufacturers 
Light  and  Heat  Company’s  (Manufac¬ 
turers)  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised 
Volume  No.  1,  as  amended  by  First  Re¬ 
vised  Sheets  Nos.  7,  13,  23,  24,  25,  and  26 
and  Original  Sheet  No.  7A,  and  the  rules, 
regulations,  practices,  and  contracts  re¬ 
lating  to  said  tariff  as  amended,  which 
became  effective  under  bond  as  of  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1952. 

By  order  issued  May  22, 1953,  in  Docket 
No.  G-2176,  the  Commission  suspended 
the  operation  of  Manufacturers’  FPC 
Gas  Tariff,  Second  Revised  Volume  No.  1, 
filed  April  24, 1953,  until  October  25, 1953, 
unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  whereby  Manufacturers  proposed 
to  supersede  Manufacturers’  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1,  and 
to  further  increase  the  rates  and  charges 
reflected  in  said  First  Revised  Volume 
No.  1  by  about  $1,342,927,  annually,  based 
on  estimated  sales  for  a  12-month  period 
ending  April  30,  1954. 

The  Commission  finds :  It  is  necessary 
and  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  and  good  cause  exists,  to  con¬ 
solidate  the  proceedings  in  Docket  No. 
G-1967  and  G-2176  for  purpose  of  hear¬ 
ing,  and  to  order  that  a  hearing  be  held 
as  hereinafter  provided  and  amended. 

The  Commission  orders: 

<A>  The  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos. 
G-1967  and  G-2176  be  and  the  same 
hereby  are  consolidated  for  the  purpose 
of  hearing. 

(B>  The  public  hearing  which  is  to 
be  held  commencing  August  3,  1953, 
shall  also  concern  the  lawfulness  of  the 
rates,  charges,  classifications,  and  serv¬ 
ices  of  Manufacturers’  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Second  Revised  Volume  No.  1,  and  the 
rules,  regulations,  practices,  and  con- 
tratcs  relating  to  said  tariff. 

(C)  The  provisions  of  Paragraphs  (B) , 
(C),  and  (D)  of  the  order  issued  June 
10,  1953,  in  Docket  No.  G-1967,  shall  be 
applicable  to  the  consolidated  hearings 
in  Docket  Nos.  G-1967  and  G-2176  herein 
ordered. 

Adopted:  June  25,  1953. 

Issued:  June  29,  1953. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

,  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5850;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  0-2010] 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co. 

ORDER  FIXING  DATE  OF  HEARING 

The  Commission  by  its  Opinion  No.  230 
and  order  issued  June  24, 1952  (as  subse¬ 


quently  amended  by  its  Opinion  No. 
230-A  and  order  issued  October  28,  1952) 
In  the  Matter  of  Northern  Natural  Gas 
Company,  Docket  No.  G-1618,  granted 
Northern  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity,  pursuant  to  section  7 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  authorizing  the 
construction  and  operation  of  additional 
natural-gas  pipe-line  facilities  designed 
to  increase  Northern’s  daily  delivery 
capacity  north  of  Kansas  from  approxi¬ 
mately  600,000  Mcf  to  825,000  Mcf,  upon, 
inter  alia,  the  condition  specified  in  sub- 
paragraph  (C)  (8).  Such  subparagraph 
provided : 

(C)  As  a  condition  attached  to  the  exercise 
of  the  rights  granted  under  the  certificate 
herein,  Northern  shall: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(8)  Within  thirty  days  next  following  is¬ 
suance  of  this  opinion  and  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  appropriate  applications  for 
certificates  of  public  convenience  and  nec¬ 
essity: 

(a)  Authorizing  the  construction  and 
operation  of  the  facilities  hereinbefore  de¬ 
scribed  and  referred  to  as  claimed  by  North¬ 
ern  as  exempt  from  the  Commission’s 
Jurisdiction  by  reason  of  section  1  (b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act;  and 

(b)  Authorizing  the  construction  and  op¬ 
eration  of  the  facilities  hereinbefore  de¬ 
scribed  and  referred  to  as  exempt  from  the 
Commission’s  Jurisdiction  by  reason  of  §  2.55 
of  the  Commission’s  general  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  (18  CFR  2.55),  or  establishing  that 
such  certificate  is  not  required. 

On  July  22, 1952,  Northern,  pursuant  to 
the  above  certificate  condition,  filed  an 
application  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  authorizing 
the  construction  and  operation  of  the 
referred-to  facilities.  Northern  re¬ 
quested  with  reference  to  a  part  of  the 
facilities  in  question  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  either  find  that  no  certificate  au¬ 
thorization  is  required,  or,  in  the  alterna¬ 
tive,  grant  certificate  authorization 
therefor.  On  May  29,  1953,  Northern 
filed  an  amendment  to  the  application. 

On#September  19,  1952,  and  June  5, 
1953,  the  Commission,  upon  application 
by  Northern,  granted  temporary  authori¬ 
zations  to  construct  and  operate  a  part  of 
the  facilities  that  are  a  subject  of  the 
application. 

The  Commission  finds:  This  proceed¬ 
ing  is  a  proper  one  for  disposition  under 
the  provisions  of  §  1.32  (b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.32  (b)).  Northern  having  re¬ 
quested  that  its  application  be  heard 
under  the  shortened  procedure  provided 
for  by  the  aforesaid  rule  for  noncontested 
proceedings,  and  no  request  to  be  heard, 
protest,  or  petition  having  been  filed  sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  giving  of  due  notice  of  the 
filing  of  the  application,  including  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register  on  August 
14.  1952  (17  F.  R.  7402). 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7,  15  and  16  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the  Commission’s 
general  rules  and  regulations,  including 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  be  held  on  July 
17,  1953  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  the 
Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
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mission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  involved 
and  the  issues  presented  by  the  amended 
application  herein:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  forthwith  dispose  of 
the  proceeding  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  §  1.32  (b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure. 

<B)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
(f )  of  the  said  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.37  (f)). 

Adopted:  June  25,  1953. 

Issued:  June  29,  1953. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  53-5851;  Filed.  July  2,  1953; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nob.  G-2070.  G-2096] 
Alabama-Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  OPINION  NO.  254  AND  ORDER 

June  26,  1953. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  June  25. 
1953,  the  Federal  Power  Commission  is¬ 
sued  its  opinion  and  order  adopted  June 
23,  1953,  approving  proposed  settlement, 
making  effective  tariff  changes,  and  ter¬ 
minating  proceedings  in  the  above- 
entitled  matters. 

[seal]  J.  H.  Gutride, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5855;  Filed.  July  2,  1953; 
8:50  a.  m.) 


[Docket  No.  G-2109] 

United  Gas  Improvement  Co.  and  Manu¬ 
facturers  Light  &  Heat  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  ORDER  TERMINATING 
PROCEEDING 

June  26,  1953. 

In  the  matter  of  The  United  Gas  Im¬ 
provement  Company,  complainant,  vs. 
The  Manufacturers  Light  &  Heat  Com¬ 
pany,  defendant.  Docket  No.  G-2109. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  June 
25,  1953,  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
issued  its  order  adopted  June  23,  1953, 
terminating  proceeding  in  the  above- 
entitled  matter. 

[seal]  J.  H.  Gutride, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  63-5856;  Filed.  July  2,  1953; 
8:50  a.  m.) 


[Docket  No.  G-2162J 
New  York  State  Natural  Gas  Corp. 

NOTICE  OF  FINDINGS  AND  ORDER 

June  26,  1953. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  June. 
25,  1953,  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
issued  its  findings  and  order  adopted 
June  23,  1953,  issuing  certificate  of  pub- 


lio  convenience  and  necessity  in  the 
above-entitled  matter. 

[seal]  J.  H.  Gutride, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5857;  Filed.  July  2.  1953; 
8:50  a.  m.) 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  No.  1-1085] 

Cuba  Railroad  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION  TO  STRIKE  FROM 

LISTING  AND  REGISTRATION,  AND  OF  OPPOR¬ 
TUNITY  FOR  HEARING 

June  26,  1953. 

The  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  12  (d)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-12D2-1 
(b)  promulgated  thereunder,  has  made 
application  to  strike  from  listing  and 
registration  the  First  Mortgage  Five  Per 
Cent,  Fifty  Year  Gold  Bonds,  due  July  1, 
1952,  and  Deposit  Receipts  therefor;  First 
Lien  and  Refunding  Mortgage  Gold 
Bonds,  Series  A,  7  Vi  percent,  due  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1946,  and  Deposit  Receipts  there¬ 
for;  and  the  First  Lien  and  Refunding 
Mortgage  Gold  Bonds,  Series  B,  6 -percent, 
due  December  1,  1946,  and  Deposit  Re¬ 
ceipts  therefor,  of  the  Cuba  Railroad 
Company. 

The  application  alleges  that  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  striking  these  securities  from 
listing  and  registration  on  this  exchange 
are  as  follows : 

(1)  A  Plan  for  Readjustment  of 
Bonded  Debt  was  submitted  by  the  is¬ 
suer  to  the  security  holders  involved,  was 
assented  to  by  more  than  the  required 
percentages  of  bondholders,  was  de¬ 
clared  operative,  effective  on  June  23, 
1952,  and  was  consummated  by  the  de¬ 
livery  on  August  11,  1952  of  Supplemen¬ 
tal  Indentures  to  the  respective  mort¬ 
gages  of  the  issuer. 

(2)  Pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the 
aforesaid  Plan  for  Readjustment  of 
Bonded  Debt,  holders  of  each  of  the 
above  securities  have  deposited  their 
securities  for  exchange  until,  out  of  the 
original  total  issue  of  $10,771,000  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  First  Mortgage  Five  Per 
Cent,  Fifty  Year  Gold  Bonds,  due  July 
1,  1952,  there  remained  outstanding  and 
unexchanged  for  modified  bonds  as  of 
May  31,  1953,  $55,000  principal  amount 
of  this  security,  together  with  $9,000 
principal  amount  of  Deposit  Receipts 
for  the  same  security;  out  of  the  original 
total  issue  of  $3,276,000  principal 
amount  of  First  Lien  and  Refunding 
Mortgage  Gold  Bonds,  Series  A,  7  Vi 
percent,  due  December  1,  1946,  there  re¬ 
mained  outstanding  and  unexchanged 
for  modified  bonds  as  of  May  31,  1953, 
$3,000  principal  amount  of  this  security, 
together  with  $6,300  principal  amount  of 
Deposit  Receipts  for  the  same  security; 
and  out  of  the  original  total  issue  of 
$1,007,000  principal  amount  of  First  Lien 
and  Refunding  Mortgage  Gold  Bonds, 
Series  B,  6  percent,  due  December  1, 
1946,  there  remained  outstanding  and 
unexchanged  for  modified  bonds  as  of 
May  31, 1953,  $2,000  principal  amount  of 
this  security,  and  no  Deposit  Receipts 
for  the  security. 


(3)  Further  dealings  on  applicant 
exchange  in  any  of  the  above  securities 
Is  inadvisable  in  view  of  the  small 
amount  of  each  remaining  outstanding 
in  the  hands  of  the  public. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  prior  to  July 
24,  1953,  from  any  interested  person  for 
a  hearing  in  regard  to  terms  to  be  im¬ 
posed  upon  the  delisting  of  these  securi¬ 
ties,  the  Commission  will  determine 
whether  to  set  the  matter  down  for  hear¬ 
ing.  Such  request  should  state  briefly 
the  nature  of  the  interest  of  the  person 
requesting  the  hearing  and  the  position 
he  proposes  to  take  at  the  hearing  with 
respect  to  imposition  of  terms  or  con¬ 
ditions.  In  addition,  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  submit  his  views  or  any  addi¬ 
tional  facts  bearing  on  this  application 
by  means  of  a  letter  addressed  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.  C.  If  no 
one  requests  a  hearing  on  this  matter, 
this  application  will  be  determined  by 
order  of  the  Commission  on  the  basis  of 
the  facts  stated  in  the  application,  and 
other  information  contained  in  the  offi¬ 
cial  file  of  the  Commission  pertaining 
to  this  matter. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Nfllye  A.  Thorsen, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5858;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 

8:50  a.  m  ] 


[File  No.  1-1087] 

Cuba  Northern  Railways  Co. 
notice  of  application  to  strike  from 

LISTING  AND  REGISTRATION,  AND  OF  OPPOR¬ 
TUNITY  FOR  HEARING 

June  26,  1953. 

The  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  12  (d)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-12D2- 
1(b)  promulgated  thereunder,  has  made 
application  to  strike  from  listing  and 
registration  the  First  Mortgage  Gold 
Bonds,  5V2  percent,  due  June  1, 1942,  and 
the  Deposit  Receipts  for  First  Mortgage 
Gold  Bonds,  5  V2  percent,  due  June  1, 1942, 
of  Cuba  Northern  Railways  Company. 

The  application  alleges  that  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  striking  these  securities  from 
listing  and  registration  on  this  exchange 
are  as  follows; 

(1)  A  Plan  for  Readjustment  of 
Bonded  Debt  was  submitted  by  the  issuer 
to  the  security  holders  involved,  was  as¬ 
sented  to  by  more  than  the  required 
percentages  of  bondholders,  was  declared 
operative,  effective  on  June  23, 1952,  and 
was  consummated  by  the  execution  and 
delivery  on  September  4,  1952,  of  n  Sup¬ 
plemental  Indenture  to  the  First  Mort¬ 
gage  of  the  issuer. 

(2)  Pursuant  to  the  terms  of  t&e 
aforesaid  Plan  for  Readjustment  of 
Bonded  Debt,  holders  of  each  of  the 
above  securities  have  deposited  their  se¬ 
curities  for  exchange  until,  out  of  the 
original  total  issue  of  $13,123,000  prin* 
cipal  amount,  there  remained  outstand¬ 
ing  and  unexchanged  for  modified 
bonds,  May  31.  1953,  $27,000  principal 
amount  of  First  Mortgage  Gold  Bonds, 
6Va  percent,  due  June  1,  1942,  and 


i 


Friday,  July  3,  1953 

$45,000  principal  amount  of  Deposit  Re¬ 
ceipts  for  First  Mortgage  Gold  Bonds, 
5>/2  percent,  due  June  1,  1942. 

(3)  Further  dealings  on  applicant  ex¬ 
change  in  either  of  the  above  securities 
is  inadvisable  in  view  of  the  small 
amount  of  each  remaining  outstanding 
in  the  hands  of  the  public. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  prior  to 
July  24,  1953,  from  any  interested  per¬ 
son  for  a  hearing  in  regard  to  terms  to 
be  imposed  upon  the  delisting  of  these 
securities,  the  Commission  will  determine 
whether  to  set  the  matter  down  for  hear¬ 
ing.  Such  request  should  state  briefly 
the  nature  of  the  interest  of  the  person 
requesting  the  hearing  and  the  position 
he  proposes  to  take  at  the  hearing  with 
respect  to  imposition  of  terms  or  con¬ 
ditions.  In  addition,  any  interested 
person  may  submit  his  views  or  any 
additional  facts  bearing  on  this  appli¬ 
cation  by  means  of  a  letter  addressed 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 
D.  C.  If  no  one  requests  a  hearing  on 
this  matter,  this  application  will  be  de¬ 
termined  by  order  of  the  Commission  on 
the  basis  of  the  facts  stated  in  the  ap¬ 
plication,  and  other  information  con¬ 
tained  in  the  official  file  of  the  Commis- 
lion  pertaining  to  this  matter. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Nellye  A.  Thorsen, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5859:  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


[File  No.  54-209] 

Standard  Power  and  Light  Corporation 

SUPPLEMENTAL  ORDER  APPROVING  PLAN  AS 
MODIFIED  BY  POST-EFFECTIVE  AMEND¬ 
MENT  AND  RELEASING  JURISDICTION  WITH 
RESPECT  TO  PROPOSED  BANK  LOAN 

June  26,  1953. 

The  Commission  by  orders  dated  May 
18,  1953,  and  June  3,  1953  (Holding 
Company  Act  Release  Nos.  11921  and 
11967),  having  granted  an  amended  ap¬ 
plication  filed  by  Standard  Power  and 
Light  Corporation  (“Standard  Power”) ,  a 
registered  holding  company,  for  appro¬ 
val  of  a  plan  pursuant  to  section  11  (e) 
of  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company 
Act  of  1935  (“act”),  which  plan  pro¬ 
posed.  inter  alia,  the  complete  or  partial 
retirement,  by  a  voluntary  exchange  of¬ 
fer,  of  standard  Power’s  $7  Cumulative 
Preferred  Stock  (“preferred  stock”)  at 
the  redemption  price  of  such  stock  and 
which  orders  were  entered  subject, 
among  others,  to  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  prescribed  in  Rule  U-24  promul¬ 
gated  under  the  act; 

Said  plan  having  further  proposed 
that  if  the  holders  of  at  least  two-thirds 
of  the  preferred  stock  accepted  the  ex¬ 
change  offer,  the  remaining  preferred 
stock  would  be  called  for  cash  on  the 
next  quarterly  dividend  date  and  that 
Standard  Power  would  incur  a  one-year 
bank  loan  of  up  to  but  not  more  than 
52,500,000  to  provide  the  cash  necessary 
to  effectuate  the  plan,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  its  said  order  of  May  18,  1953, 
having  reserved  jurisdiction  with  respect 
to,  among  other  things,  the  terms  and 
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conditions  of  the  bank  loan  to  be  in¬ 
curred  by  Standard  Power; 

Standard  Power  having  filed,  pursuant 
to  Rule  U-24,  a  second  post-effective 
amendment  to  said  application  wherein 
it  is  stated  that  pursuant  to  the  plan 
the  voluntary  exchange  offer  was  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  holders  of  its  preferred 
stock  and  was  accepted  by  the  holders  of 
less  than  two-thirds  of  such  stock  and 
wherein  it  is  further  stated  that  Stand¬ 
ard  Power  proposes  to  amend  its  plan 
so  as  to  provide  that  the  preferred  stock 
not  tendered  pursuant  to  the  exchange 
offer  will  be  called  for  redemption  since 
the  holders  of  in  excess  of  60  percent  of 
the  preferred  stock  did  accept  the  offer, 
and  wherein  Standard  Power  further 
states  that  it  solicited  offers  from  five 
New  York  banks  for  a  one-year  bank 
loan  of  up  to  $2,500,000  and  that  it  pro¬ 
poses  to  enter  into  a  loan  agreement  with 
The  Hanover  Bank  pursuant  to  which 
Standard  Power  will  have  the  right  up 
to  July  31,  1953,  upon  two  days’  notice  to 
borrow  any  amount  up  to  $2,500,000, 
such  loan  to  be  evidenced  by  an  unse¬ 
cured  note  maturing  one  year  from  the 
date  of  issue  with  the  right  of  prepay¬ 
ment  without  premium  and  bearing  in¬ 
terest  at  the  rate  of  3!/2  percent  per 
annum; 

.  The  Commission  in  its  findings  and 
opinion,  dated  May  18,  1953,  (Holding 
Company  Act  Release  No.  11921)  issued 
in  connection  with  its  said  order,  dated 
May  18,  1953,  having  found,  among  other 
things,  that  the  proposal  to  call  the  re¬ 
maining  preferred  stock,  if  the  holders 
of  at  least  two  thirds  of  such  stock 
accepted  the  voluntary  exchange  offer, 
was  necessary  to  effectuate  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  11  (b)  of  the  act  and 
fair  and  equitable  to  the  persons  affected 
thereby  and  the  Commission  having  re¬ 
considered  its  aforesaid  findings  and 
opinion  in  the  light  of  the  proposals 
contained  in  the  aforesaid  second  post¬ 
effective  amendment  filed  herein  and 
having  considered  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  loan  agreement  and  the 
proposed  bank  loan,  and  the  Commission 
finding  with  respect  to  the  aforesaid 
application,  as  further  amended  that  the 
transactions  proposed  meet  the  appli¬ 
cable  standards  of  the  act  and  deeming 
it  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  and 
in  the  interests  of  investors  and  con¬ 
sumers  that  said  application,  as  further 
amended,  be  granted  forthwith  and  that 
the  jurisdiction  heretofore  reserved  with 
respect  to  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  proposed  bank  loan  be  released : 

It  is  ordered,  Pursuant  to  Rule  U-24 
and  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  act, 
that  said  application,  as  further 
amended,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is, 
granted  forthwith  and  that  the  juris¬ 
diction  heretofore  reserved  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  bank  loan  be,  and  the 
same  hereby  is,  released,  the  remaining 
unfulfilled  terms  and  conditions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Commission's  aforesaid 
order  dated  May  18,  1953,  to  remain  in 
full  force  and  effect. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Nellye  A.  Thorsen, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5860;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 

"  8:51  a.  m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  Alien  Property 

Franz  and  Karl  Holubar 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f)  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as 
amended,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  in¬ 
tention  to  return,  on  or  after  30  days 
from  the  date  of  the  publication  hereof, 
the  following  property,  subject  to  any 
increase  or  decrease  resulting  from  the 
administration  thereof  prior  to  return, 
and  after  adequate  provision  for  taxes 
and  conservatory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Franz  Holubar,  Vienna,  Austria:  Karl  Hol¬ 
ubar,  Vienna,  Austria;  Claim  No.  40243,  Vest¬ 
ing  Order  No.  3843;  $375.36  in  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States,  a  one-half  portion 
thereof  to  each  claimant. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
June  26,  1953, 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Dallas  S.  Townsend, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5875;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 
8:53  a.  m  ] 


Danica  Dragojlovic 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to 
return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  the  publication  hereof,  the  following 
property,  subject  to  any  increase  or  de¬ 
crease  resulting  from  the  administration 
thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserva¬ 
tory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Danica  Dragojlovic  nee  Nikolcic,  Susak, 
Serbia,  Yugoslavia:  Claim  No.  40429;  $135.00 
in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
June  26,  1953. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal!  Dallas  S.  Townsend, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  D.  Doc.  53-5876;  Filed.  July  2.  1953; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Rev.  S.  O.  562,  Taylor’s  I.  C.  C.  Order  22] 
Rutland  Railway  Corp. 

REROUTING  OR  DIVERSION  OF  TRAFFIC 

In  the  opinion  of  Charles  W.  Tayor, 
Agent,  the  Rutland  Railway  Corporation, 
account  work  stoppage,  is  unable  to 
transport  traffic  routed  over  its  line :  It  is 
ordered.  That: 

(a)  Rerouting  traffic:  The  Rutland 
Railway  Corporation  being  unable  to 
transport  traffic  routed  over  its  line,  be- 
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cause  of  work  stoppage,  and  its  connec¬ 
tions,  are  hereby  authorized  to  divert  or 
reroute  such  traffic  over  any  available 
route  to  expedite  the  movement,  regard¬ 
less  of  the  routing  shown  on  the  way¬ 
bill.  The  billing  covering  all  such  cars 
rerouted  shall  carry  a  reference  to  this 
order  as  authority  for  the  rerouting. 

(b)  Concurrence  of  receiving  roads  to 
be  obtained:  The  railroads  desiring  to 
divert  or  reroute  traffic  under  this  order 
shall  confer  with  the  proper  transporta¬ 
tion  officer  of  the  railroad  or  railroads  to 
which  such  traffic  is  to  be  diverted  or  re¬ 
routed,  and  shall  receive  the  concurrence 
of  «uch  other  railroads  before  the  re¬ 
routing  or  diversion  is  ordered. 

(c)  Notification  to  shippers:  Each 
carrier  rerouting  cars  in  accordance  with 
this  order  shall  notify  each  shipper  at 
the  time  each  car  is  rerouted  or  diverted 
and  shall  furnish  to  such  shipper  the 
new  routing  provided  under  this  order. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  diversion  or  re¬ 
routing  of  traffic  by  said  Agent  is  deemed 
to  be  due  to  carrier’s  disability,  the  rates 
applicable  to  traffic  diverted  or  rerouted 
by  said  Agent  shall  be  the  rates  which 
were  applicable  at  the  time  of  shipment 
on  the  shipments  as  originally  routed. 

(e)  In  executing  the  directions  of  the 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  provided 
for  in  this  order,  the  common  carriers 
involved  shall  proceed  even  though  no 
contracts,  agreements,  or  arrangements 
now  exist  between  them  with  reference 
to  the  divisions  of  the  rates  of  transpor¬ 
tation  applicable  to  said  traffic;  divisions 
shall  be,  during  the  time  this  order  re¬ 
mains  in  force,  those  voluntarily  agreed 
upon  by  and  between  said  carriers;  or 
upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to  so  agree, 
said  divisions  shall  be  those  hereafter 
fixed  by  the  Commission  in  accordance 
with  pertinent  authority  conferred  upon 
it  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(f)  Effective  date:  This  order  shall 
become  effective  at  9:00  a.  m.,  June  26, 
1953. 

(g)  Expiration  date:  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11 :59  p.  m.,  July  31, 1953,  unless 
otherwise  modified,  changed,  suspended 
or  annulled. 


NOTICES 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  per  diem  agreement 
under  the  terms  of  that  agreement  and 
by  filing  it  with  the  Director,  Division  of 
the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  June  26, 
1953. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

Charles  W.  Taylor, 
Agent. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  53-5871;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 

8:52  a.  m  ] 


[Drought  Order  47] 

Transportation  of  Hay,  Feed,  and 
Livestock  in  Disaster  Areas 

reduced  rates 

June  30,  1953. 

In  the  matter  of  relief  under  section 
22  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

It  appearing,  that  by  reason  of  a  pro¬ 
longed  drought  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
him  by  Public  Law  No.  38,  81st  Congress, 
has  designated  the  following  States  as  a 
disaster  area: 

Colorado,  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  New  Mexico, 
Texas. 

and  has  requested  this  Commission  to 
enter  an  order  under  section  22  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  authorizing 
railroads  subject  to  the  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  to  transport  hay,  feed,  and 
livestock,  in  carloads,  at  reduced  rates 
from  and  to  the  affected  area: 

It  is  ordered,  That  carriers  by  rail¬ 
road  participating  in  the  transportation 
of  hay  and  feed  to,  and  livestock  from, 
the  said  affected  area,  and  in  the  sub¬ 
sequent  return  of  livestock  to  the  af¬ 
fected  area,  be,  and  they  are  hereby, 
authorized  under  section  22  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  establish  and 
maintain  until  December  31,  1953,  re¬ 


duced  rates  for  such  transportation,  the 
rates  to  be  published  and  filed  in  the 
manner  prescribed  in  section  6  oL  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  except  that 
they  may  be  made  effective  one  day  after 
publication  and  filing  instead  of  thirty. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  class 
of  persons  entitled  to  such  reduced  rates 
is  hereby  defined  as  shippers  and  con¬ 
signees  of  carloads  of  hay,  feed  and  live¬ 
stock  in  the  affected  area. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  during  the 
period  in  which  any  reduced  rates  au¬ 
thorized  by  this  order  are  effective  the 
carriers  may,  notwithstanding  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  4  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  maintain  higher  rates 
from  and  to  directly  intermediate  points 
outside  of  the  affected  area  and  main¬ 
tain  through  rates  in  excess  of  the  aggre¬ 
gate  of  intermediate  rates  over  the  same 
routes  if  one  or  more  of  the  factors  of 
such  aggregate  of  intermediate  rates  is 
a  reduced  rate  established  under  the 
authority  of  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  any  tariffs 
or  tariff  provisions  published  under  the 
authority  of  this  order  shall  explicitly  so 
state,  making  reference  to  this  order  by 
number  and  date. 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  notice 
to  the  affected  railroads  and  the  general 
public  shall  be  given  by  depositing  a  copy 
of  this  order  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission  and  by  filing  a  copy 
with  the  Director,  Division  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register ;  and  that  copies  be  mailed 
to  the  Chairman  of  the  Traffic  Executive 
Association — Eastern  Railroads,  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  the  Chairman  of  the  South¬ 
ern  Freight  Association,  Atlanta,  Georgia, 
the  Chairman  of  the  Executive  Commit¬ 
tee,  Western  Traffic  Association,  Chicago, 
Illinois,  and  to  the  Traffic  Vice-President 
of  the  Association  of  American  Rail¬ 
roads,  Washington,  D.  C. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  W.  Laird, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-5879;  Filed,  July  2,  1953; 

8:54  a.  m.] 


